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CURRENT TOPICS. 
Tux Lorp CuanceLtor has made an order, under the Com- 
panies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, assigning the business under 
that Act to Mr. Justice VaucHan WILLIAMs. 





A “pistinction without a difference” is something which no 
legal lexicographer has so far attempted to define. Like 
‘“‘fraud,” it is more easily illustrated than defined, and every 
illustration of one or the other, especially when given by a high 
legal authority, should, as speedily as possible, be placed before 
the profession. There has for the last few months been some- 
thing more than a mere rumour that the jurisdiction to wind up 
companies was to be transferred bodily to the Queen’s Bench 
Division, assisted by the underworked staff of the Bankruptcy 
Court. The profession will be glad to hear that this course is 
not going to be taken; but this gladness will be short-lived. As 
such a transfer of jurisdiction will not be made, there is a 
distinction between that and what the high legal authority—in. 
this case the Lord Chancellor—has in fact done. But it is a fine 
judicial illustration of a ‘distinction without a difference.” As 
we have said, the winding-up jurisdiction is not to be trans- 
ferred to the Queen’s Bench Division, but it is to be exercised— 
the whole of it—by Sir Rotanp Vavenan Wriiiams, who is 
now a judge of the Queen’s Bench Division, and who will, 


| strange to say, even after he has acquired the new jurisdiction, 


remain a judge of the Queen’s Bench Division. He will sit in 
the Bankruptcy Court, and will be assisted hy a bankruptcy 
registrar and a bankruptcy staff of clerks, but he and his 
assistants will nevertheless, as regards winding-up matters, be 
in the Chancery Division, and he will be an “additional judge 
of the Chancery Division.” In order not to interfere with the 
jurisdiction retained in the Chancery Division by the Companies 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890, which would have annoyed the profes- 
sion and shewn a want of confidence, perhaps, in the learned 
judges of the division, it was necessary to vest the jurisdiction 
in a Chancery Division judge. This is easily done, under section 
5 of the Judicature Act, 1884, by means of a request of the Lord 
Chancellor to a judge of the Queen’s Bench Division, followed by 
the consent of the Lord Chief Justice, and the consent of the 
Queen’s Bench Division judge. So that everyone is expected to 
be delighted, and no doubt the person most pleased will be the 
illustrious inventor of this piece of ingenuity—we do not use a 
harsher term. The result will be that the registrar in bank- 
ruptey will now and then be a registrar of the Chancery 
Division, and Mr. Justice Vavonan Witt1ams will now and then 
be a Chancery judge. It is suggested that above his judicial 
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head there shall be a sliding panel informing people who come 


‘to look at him, “I am now sitting in the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
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sion,” or, ‘‘I am now sitting in the Chancery Division,” as the 


case may be. This will not cost much, and the panel could be 
worked by an ingenious electrical arrangement in connection 
with the electric lighting department at the Royal Courts of 
Justice ; one of the attendants being kept at hand to “switch 
off the jurisdiction.” It is understood that the proposed 
change—we mean distinction—will come into operation shortly 
after Easter. 





THe Lorp CHancetior has introduced a Bill to amend and 
consolidate the law relating to bills of sale. The existing Bills 
of Sale Acts are six in number, but two of them simply extend 
to Ireland the provisions of the English Acts, and two are the 
Acts of 1890 and 1891, intended to exempt certain letters of 
hypothecation. There remain, therefore, only the Acts of 1878 
and 1882. The main object of the former, as is remarked in the 
memorandum prefixed to the Bill, was to protect the general 
creditor against frauds by his debtor; that of the latter to 
protect the borrower against fraud and oppression by the lender. 
But those two objects were not kept distinct from each other, 
and the authors of the Act of 1882 never seem to have had any 
very clear idea as to what bills of sale they were dealing with. 
Ostensibly they aimed only at bills given as security for money, 
and to such, by virtue of section 3, the Act has been, in fact, 
limited ; but other parts of it seem inconsistent with this object, 
and especially section 15, which purports to repeal section 8 of 
the earlier Act altogether. It is needless to say that matters 
have got a little mixed, and if the present Bill becomes law 
some at least of the inconveniences which have resulted will be 
removed. At any rate, a real attempt is now made to separate the 
provisions relating to bills of sale in general from those relating 
to bills of sale given as security for money. The former are given 
in Part I. of tae Bill, the latter in Part If. Thus, the require- 
ments for all bills of sale—the true statement of the considera- 
tion, attestation, and registration—will be found in clause 6. 
Clause 20 adds, for bills of sale given as security, that the con- 
sideration must be less than £30, that there must be a schedule 


Vict. c. 21, commonly called Lord Brovenam’s Act, provides that 
in every Act passed after 1850, unless the contrary intention ap. 
pears, “ words in the singular shall include the plural, and words 
in the plural shall include the singular,”’ while the 61st section of 
the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883, opens with the definition, 
without any words of qualification, that ‘‘contract of tenancy” 
means a letting of, or agreement for the letting, land for a term 
of years, or for lives, or for lives and years, or from year to 
year”; and goes on to provide that “tenant” means “the 
holder of land under a landlord for a term of years, or for lives, 
or for lives and years, or from year to year,”’ the lst section of 
the Act having already provided that “a tenant,” on quitting 
his holding at the determination of his tenancy, is to be entitled 
to compensation for the improvements mentioned in the Act, and 
given, generally speaking, by the Act alone. Now, under sec- 
tion 61, a tenant for a year could clearly not come in; itis 
necessary, therefore, to pray the Interpretation Act in aid to 
give him the rights under the Agricultural Holdings Act. In 
strict grammar no doubt the Interpretation Act suffices—that 
is to say, it reads ‘‘term of years” into meaning “‘ term of one 
yeur.” But does there appear a contrary intention within the 
meaning of the Interpretation Act? On the whole we are inclined 
to think there does not. Of course a “ term ”’ is generally used to 
express a term of more years than one, but we cannot think 
that there is any magic in the word “term ” to restrict it to the 
sense in which it is generally used in connection with leases. 
On the technical point, therefore, the judgment is probably 
right. With regard to the argument from the policy of the Act 
we agree with the judgment also, for the reason that experi- 
ence seems to shew in quite a remarkable manner that, 
wherever the Act is at first sight ambiguous, the more closely it 
is examined, the more clearly does it appear that the particular 
point which causes the examination must be decided in favour 
of the tenant. We may add that no practitioner will be safe, in 
advising upon the Act, if he has not carefully considered and 
grasped the meaning of all the expressions, such as ‘‘ tenant,” 
“landlord,” ‘‘ holding,” and the like, which are defined in the 
interpretation section. 





specifically describing the goods, and that the bill must be in | 
accordance with the form in the schedule, though, as to this last | 

int, it is now proposed to make an exception in favour of | 

ills for £500 and upwards. Re-arrangements such as this are, | 
of course, obvious, but in some respects the Bill departs con- 
siderably from the language of the present Acts, and at least 
one important change in the law is introduced. Thus, it is no 
longer documents that are struck at, but transactions, and the 
Bill purports to affect ‘‘ any sale, mortgage, or other disposition | 
of goods, whether by way of charge or otherwise, unaccompa- | 
nied by the transfer of the possession thereof in good faith to 
the purchaser, lender, or other person claiming under the dispo- 
sition, and not eridenced by a bill of sale complying with the 
requirements of this Act and duly registered.” This, of course, 
will include many cases which have hitherto escaped the opera- 
tion of the Acts, and the above general description of transac- 
tions makes it unnecessary to reproduce the detailed enumeration 
of bills of sale given in section 4 of the Act of 1878. Upon the 
whole the bill seems to effect a considerable simplification of the 
law, but the subject is one which does not invite to very con- | 
fident criticism. 





Is Tue case of Lockhart v. Oxborn, which we report elsewhere, | 
Judge Bacsnaws has decided that a tenancy for one year certain | 
is a tenancy for 4 term of years within the meaning of section 61 | 
of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1483, so as to give the tenant, | 
“on quitting his holding at the determination of his tenancy,” a | 
right to claim compensation under the Act. This is rather a start- 


lis decision, inasmuch as such a tenant is clearly not a tenant 





A B111, introduced by the Lord Chancellor, was read a second 
time in the House of Lords on Friday week, under the odd title 
of ‘‘ Marriages Abroad Bill.” Its object is, to consolidate the 
Acts relating to marriages out of the United Kingdom, without 
any further amendment than is necessary to make the several 
enactments consistent with one another, to remove doubts, and 


| to make the language clearer and more concise. Whatever may 


happen to some of the more ambitious legislative schemes of the 
Government, it is greatly to be desired that this Bill should not 
be sacrificed to political exigencies. Statutes of considerable 
length dealing with the same subject were passed in the two 
previous sessions (53 & 54 Vict. c. 47 and 54 & 55 Vict. c. 74); and, 
as was pointed out at the time in the Soricrrors’ Journat, the 
result was to make confusion worse confounded. Not only were 
both those statutes drawn (presumably by some amateur in the 
Foreign Office) without any regard to existing legislation, but 


| they positively bristle with blunders of grammar and of common 


sense. It is true that some of the most patent mistakes in the 
earlier statute were corrected in the later one; but at the same 
time opportunity was taken to introduce new mistakes of equal 
absurdity. The scandal to which we drew attention seems 
to have attracted the notice of the authorities, who have at 
last entrusted the job to an experienced draftsman. He 
has proceeded in the only right way—by repealing all the 
wrevious enactments (including the two blots on the Statute 
Book above referred to), and then by compiling a consistent and 


intelligible series of regulations out of the existing jumble. The 


for a term of years within the ordinary sense of that term. But| only matter to which objection might be taken is the large 


the question is, not what is the ordinary meaning of “term of | power reserved for framing forms, &c., by Order in Council. 
years,” but what is the statutory meaning of that expression? | This, however, is a general characteristic of modern legislation, 
In his ometruction of section 61 of the Agricultural Holdings | against which we have often protested in vain, and shall continue 
Att, 1663, the judge seems to have been influenced—(1) by the | to protest. It is more important now to remark that the pro- 
Interpretation Act, 1649; and (2), and mainly, by the view that | fessional lawyer seems to mie done his work with ability and 
the more liberal interpretation was “in accordance with, and | clearness. We should like to learn his candid opinion of his 
indeed requisite for the carrying out of, the policy of the Act.” | amateur rival, On one point his language calls for reconsidera- 
The Interpretation Act, +. |, re-enacting part of section 4 of 14 | tion; and that is in the proviso “ that this enactment shall not 
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. . . vender valid any marriage either of the parties to 
which has, before the passing of this Act, lawfully intermarried 
with any other person.” To say the least of it, this is 
ambiguous. We are aware of the meaning intended; but the 
proviso might be interpreted by ignorant persons as excluding 
from the benefit of the Act any marriage one of the parties to 
which is a widow or a widower. . 


’ 


Tue ForMs numbered 322¢ and 322c in the Appendix to the 
County Court Rules, 1892, may possibly be instrumental in produc - 
ing an effect far more extensive than that with a view to which 
they were ostensibly designed. They are two forms of affidavit, 
and they are issued with the authority of five county court 
judges, and are approved by the Lord Chancellor, the Master of 
the Rolls, two Lords Justices of Appeal, and two judges of the 
High Court. These forms terminate with a form of jurat, and 
below the space for the commissioner’s signature stands the 
designation ‘‘commissioner for oaths.” We do not desire to 
overrate the importance of the adoption of this form of desig- 
nation by the Rule Committee for the County Court Rules. But 
there it stands as part of the forms, and as the forms are part of 
the rules, and the rules part of the Act of Parliament, there can 
be no possible doubt that the proper designation of a commis- 
sioner in swearing affidavits for use in a county court is the 
simple one, ‘‘commissioner for oaths.’ Considering the vast 
number of affidavits sworn for use in the High Court, and the 
ponderous length of the only designation open to commissioners 
prior to the Oaths Act, 1889, it may be of interest to our readers | 
if we consider for a moment whether this adoption of the shorter | 
designation in county court proceedings has any, and, if so, | 
what, bearing upon proceedings iv the High Court. When the 
County Courts Act, 1888, was passed it was, of course, necessary 
to specify in that Act the persons before whom affidavits might 
be sworn. There were already existing all over the country 
“commissioners to administer oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in England.” Section 83 of the County Courts Act 
provided that all such commissioners should, by virtue of their 
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so far as such changes affected the jurisdiction of the masters 
and judge and the practice as to costs. The present rules also 
contain provisions not in the repealed Rules of 1890 as to appli- 
cations by persons who, though not lunatic, are through mental 
infirmity arising from disease or age incapable of managing 
their affairs (rule 56) by making the rules expressly applicable 





to such persons. By rule 30 it is sufficient if a notice demand- 
ing a jury is signed by the alleged lunatic and attested by « 
solicitor. Formerly (R. L., 1890, r. 26) the words were “his 
solicitor.” Similarly, by rule 92 of the new rules, the consent 
of a new trustee to act is to be sufficiently evidenced by a written 
consent signed by him and verified by a solicitor. Formerly the 
words were (R. L., 1890, r. 92) “ by his solicitor.” There are 
some important provisions made by rules 106-109 relating to the 
committee ef the person. Various improvements are introduced 
into the Schedule of Forms referred to in the rules. In Form 1 
instances are given of the title of various proceedings ; a subject 
on which doubts have often arisen. Applications in the cases of 
persons incapable through disease or age of managing their 
affairs (Form 1 (¢) ) are not to be made “‘in lunacy” but “in the 
matter of A. B.” and the Acts 53 Vict. c. 5 and 54 & 55 Vict. c. 65. 
It will be noticed that these Acts are referred to by the year of the 
reign, not as the Lunacy Acts, 1890, 1891, in order, we presume, 
to avoid hurting the applicant’s feelings by any reference what- 
ever to unsoundness of mind. The same precaution is observ- 
able in the notice of objection (Form 11) by a person incapable 
by reason of disease or old age, and also in the form of sum- 
mons before the masters (Form 13). There is no form of certi- 
ficate by a master givea, though there is a form (3) of a notice 
of appeal from a certificate of a master. Rule 74 contains a new 
and important provision whereby the masters are to keep a 
register of committees and receivers, shewing in a tabular form 
dates of accounts and orders, &c. Some improvements in draft- 
ing have been made and some verbal blemishes removed. 


THE LAW OF JUDGMENTS. 


office, have authority to administer oaths for the purposes of the Two questions of some importance with respect to the law of 
county courts. Section 13 of the Commissioners for Oaths Act, | judgments have been decided by the recent cases of Re Anthony 
1889, is in the following words :—‘‘ A commissioner authorized | (49 W. R. 316) and Hebblethwaite v. Peever (40 W. R. 318; 
before the commencement of this Act to administer oaths in the | j}g92, 1 Q. B. 124). According to the former, land ypon which 
Supreme Court shall be deemed to be « commissioner for oaths | a judgment has become a charge by virtue of the Judgment 
within the meaning of this Act.” The italics are our own. Our Acts is land charged with the payment of a sum of money “ by 
readers will remember it was contended at the time that this | way of mortgage or other equitable charge” within the mean- 
section was a sufficient authority for all commissioners to desig- | ing of 40 & 41 Vict. ec. 34, the last Act amending Locks Krxe’s 
nate themselves ‘‘ commissioners for oaths.” On the other hand, | Act, so that a devisee of the land is not, in the absence of a 
it was urged that it was not safe to do this, seeing that certain | contrary intention signified by the testator, entitled to have the 
prior Acts of Parliament conferred the power to swear affidavits | judgment satisfied out of the personal estate. According to the 
for use in particular courts upon ‘‘ commissioners to admininister | Jatter, section 8 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, like 
oaths in the Supreme Court,” &c., and that there was some risk | section 40 of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, makes the statutory period of 
lest, by changing their designation and adopting the shorter | twelve years a bar to all judgments, and not to those only which 
one, they might lay open to question the jurisdiction conferred | are charged on land. : : 

upon them under the longer designation, One of the prior) ‘he question arising on 40 & 41 Vict. c. 34 does not seem to 
Acts conferring such a special jurisdiction was the County | present any great difficulty, though the mode in which Kexe- 
Courts Act, 1888, and now that Rules of Court have been issued | wien, J., dealt with it was hardly satisfactory. Previously to 
under the Act, and since the passing of the Commissioners for | [ocxxn Krya’s Act (17 & 18 Vict. ec. 113) the general rule, of 
Oaths Act, we find the designation ‘‘ commissioner for oaths’’ | course, was that debts of a testator which were charged on land 
adopted as the proper designation of a commissioner. ‘Those | had to be satisfied, like his other debts, out of the personal estate, 


who contend that the shorter and simpler designation should | 
now be adopted in respect of all proceedings in every court have | 
certainly received an addition to their stock of arguments, for if 
“commissioners to administer oaths in the Supreme Court,” 
&e,, have, by virtue of their long title, authority to administer 
oaths in the county courts, how does it come about, it may be | 
asked, that the County Court Rules ignore their long title 
altogether and dub them “commissioners for oaths”? We 
leave such of our readers as are commissioners for oaths to 


some definite conclusion may be arrived at before long. It is 
not desirable that commissioners deriving their authority from 
precisely the same source, and for precisely the same purposes, 
should describe themselves, as they do at present, some by the 
shorter designation and some by the louger one, 


Ivy A RECENT IssuE we called attention to the changes effected by 
the Rules in Lunacy which came into operation on the Ist inst., 





| deeds, 
decide the point for themselves, merely expressing the hope that | 


That statute, however, altered the rule where land or other 
hereditaments were charged with the payment of money “by 
way of mortgage,” and in the absence of an expression by the 
testator of a contrary intention, the heir or devisee was left 
himself to bear the burden of the debt. There was nothing in 
the statute to restrict its operation to charges created by way of 
legal mortgage, and it was held in Prmbrete v. Friend 1 J. & HH. 
132) that it applied to equitable mortgages by deposit of title 
Subsequently, however, it was discovered that the enact- 
ment was not comprehensive enough, and greater scope was 
given to it. By 30 & 31 Vict. o. 69 it was provided that the 
word ‘‘ mortgage” should be deemed to extend to a lien for 
unpaid purchase-money, and then the statute 40 & 41 Viet. ¢. 
34 applied the principle of Locxs Kixo’s Act to all eases where 
lands were ‘‘ charged with the payment of any money by way of 
mortgage or any other equitable charge, including any lien for 
unpaid purchase-money,’ 

Hence in considering whether the last statute applies te the 
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case of a judgment charged on land it is necessary to determine 
whether the judgment debt is charged ‘‘ by way of mortgage or 
any other equitable charge.” The use of the word “other” is 
at first sight embarrassing, but it seems to have been introduced 
per incuriam. Prima facie it restricts the charges by way of 
mortgage first spoken of to equitable charges, but this can 
hardly have been the intention. The enactment seems intended 
to include and to extend the provisions of the earlier Acts, and 
it applies first to charges created by way of mortgage whether 
legal or equitable, and in the next place to all equitable charges, 
including liens for unpaid purchase-money. Can, then, a judg- 
ment debt charged on land be said to be charged by way of 
mortgage or secured by an equitable charge ? 

The answer to this question is to be found in 1 & 2 Vict. c. 
110 and the statutes by which it has been subsequently 
amended. By section 13 a judgment, upon being registered, 
operated as a charge upon all the lands of the debtor, and the 
creditor was to have the same remedies in a court of equity as he 
would have had if the debtor had, by writing under his hand, 
agreed to charge the land with the judgment debt and 
interest, but the charge was not to be enforced for a year. 
It seems clear that the effect of this provision was to give the 
judgment creditor an equitable charge upon the lands of his 
debtor. ‘‘If,” says Lord Sr. Leonarps, ‘a man has power to 
charge certain lands, and agrees to charge them, in equity he 
has actually charged them; and a court of equity will execute 
the charge. When the Act of Parliament says that every 
judgment creditor shall have the same remedies in a court of 
equity as he would have been entitled to in case the person 
against whom the judgment had been entered had agreed to 
charge the lands with the amount of that judgment debt, 
whether that charge be legal or equitable, the judgment 
becomes in the view of a court of equity an equitable estate. 
We are no longer dealing with a general lien, but with a 
specific incumbrance ” (Sugden’s Vendors and Purchasers, 14th 
ed., p. 526). 

Of course, since 1837 there have been important changes in 
the mode by which judgments become effectively charged on 
land, and this does not take place until they have been delivered 
in execution by virtue of a writ of elegit or other lawful 
authority (27 & 28 Vict. c. 112). Moreover, the writ or order 
must now be registered under the Land Charges Registration 
and Searches Act, 1888. But none of these changes seem to 
affect the earlier provision by which judgments became in 
a | a charge upon the land. In Watton v. Haywood (22 

. R. 356, L. R. 9 Ch. App., at p. 234) Lord Sersornez, C., 
pointed out that though the land is not capable of being 
specifically bound until taken in execution, yet the inchoate 
equitable right of the creditor under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 remains. 
This view accordingly was adopted by Kexewicu, J., in Re 
Anthony (supra). 

It would appear, then, that a judgment constitutes in equity 
a charge upon the lands of the debtor, although this charge is 
not perfected until the statutory requirements of delivery in 
execution and registration have been complied with. Hence, so 
soon as the charge is completed, the debt seems to become an 
equitable charge on the land within the meaning of 40 & 41 Vict. 
c. 34. But this was not the ground of the decision of Kexewicn, 
J. In Re Anthony a writ of clegit had been issued under the 
judgment, and so the creditor had gained a legal charge upon 
the land. In order to bring this within the statute Kxrxr- 
wich, J., seems to have first held that the words “by way 
of mortgage” include legal mortgages, which, in spite of 
the subsequent use of the word “ other,” is Br Be cor- 
rect, and then that a legal charge created by delivery 
in execution under a writ of clegit is a charge ‘‘by way 
of mortgage.” Wut this latter proposition is very question- 
able. Such a charge would hardly have been deemed to be 
included by these words in Locke Krxo’s Act, and in an earlier 
part of the judgment this is admitted. The judgment is only | 
brought in, therefore, by the subsequent words “ or any other 
equitable charge,” an this result follows in consequence of the 
equitable remedies given by 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 13. The 
charge is none the less entitled to rank as an equitable one | 
although by virtue of the writ is clothed also with a legal | 
estate and legal remedies, 











With regard to Hebblethwaite v. Peever, the second of the two 
cases mentioned above, it is a little surprising that an attempt 
should be made now to restrict the operation of section 8 of the 
Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, to judgments which are 
actually charged on land. This section only differs from section 
40 of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, by altering the period of limitation 
from twenty to twelve years, and it applies to ‘‘any sum of money 
secured by any mortgage, judgment, or lien, or otherwise charged 
upon or payable out of any land or rent at law or in equity,” 
At first sight it looks as though this was aimed at judgments 
which were actually charged upon, or at least payable out of, 
some specific land, but under the earlier enactment the contrary 
was well settled. The judgment need not constitute an actual 
charge on the land ; it is sufficient that it is a potential charge, 
Thus in Henry v. Smith (2 Dr. & Warr. 381) Lord Sr. Lzonanrps 
said: ‘‘It is clear that as a mortgage is an actual charge, soa 
judgment is a potential charge, and the judgment creditor has a 
right to recover his debt against the lands.” And this was fol- 
lowed by Bacon, O.J., in Ex parte Tynte (28 W. R. 767, 15 
Ch. D. 125). So long as the land belongs to the debtor the 
creditor can at any time enforce his judgment against it, and if 
the judgment is not actually charged on the land it is potentially 
charged upon it, and is in this sense payable out of it. And having 
got so far it is possible to take one step more, and to hold that 
the operation of the section does not depend upon the circum- 
stance whether the debtor happens to have any land or no. This 
step accordingly was taken by Suapwett, V.C., in Watson vy. 
Birch (15 Sim., at p. 524), and he there held that the section 
applied to all judgments alike. 

The reasoning of the above cases is perhaps somewhat strained, 
and it might have been more satisfactory to hold that a judg- 
ment was not charged upon or payable out of land until there 
was some particular land out of which it was immediately pay- 
able. But they have been recognized as settling the construc- 
tion of section 40 of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, and there seems to be 
no reason for giving a different construction to section 8 of the 
Act of 1874. As already pointed out, judgments did under 1 & 
2 Vict. c. 110 become an actual charge on land, but this was 
altered subsequently, and the charge does not come into exis- 
tence until the statutory requirements have been complied with. 
Alike in 1833 and 1874, therefore, a judgment as such did not 
create a charge upon land. There was simply a potential 
charge, and if this was enough to attract the operation of section 
40 of the earlier Act, it is equally sufficient to attract the opera- 
tion of section 8 of the Act of 1874. 


SHALL DIVISIONAL COURTS BE ABOLISHED? 


One of the express purposes for which the Judges’ Committee, 
now engaged in inquiring into the working of the Judicature 
Acts and Rules, was appointed was to discover some means of 
reducing the number of appeals. Having this duty imposed 
upon them by the terms of their commission, and surveying as a 
whole the existing network of appeals, woven into our judicial 
system by the Acts and rules, it is hardly possible that the 
question whether divisional courts should be retained or 
abolished should not have presented itself as a crucial one. 

In the first place, they stand out as a sort of excrescence on 
the general structure. ‘They form on the Queen’s Bench side an 
extra court of intermediate ., aN which has no counterpart on 
the Chancery side, On the Chancery side, it is true, a motion 
may be made in court to discharge an order made by the judge 
in chambers. But the judge has a control over these appeals, 
for if he considers that the question hae been sufficiently argued 
before him in chambers and so certifies, the appeal lies direct to 
the Court of Appeal. In the Queen’s Bench Division every 
appeal from the judge in chambers must go to the divisional 
court before it can be taken to the Court of Appeal. Moreover, 
in the Chancery Division a motion to discharge an order made 
in chambers is heard by the judge who made ‘t, so that there is 
no intermediate court of appeal between the judge and the 
Court of Appeal. Nor is there any intermediate court of appeal 
hetween a judge of the Bankruptcy Division and the Court of 
Appeal. It is quite conceivable that a strong court of inter- 
mediate appeal might have reduced the number of appoals, and 
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that therefore its existence as part of the Queen’s Bench Division 
might have been advantageous. But the divisional court has 
never been a strong court of appeal. On the contrary it has 
proved an exceptionally weak one. Its normal constitution 
tends to weakness rather than strength. It consists, as a rule, 
of two judges, and, as a natural consequence, it has developed a 
marked tendency towards futility in its decisions on all questions 
of real difficulty. Whenever its judges disagree an appeal to 
the Court of Appeal follows as a matter of course, and we are 
presented with the spectacle of a wasted appeal—wasted, that 
is, not because of the persistence or perversity of one or other of 
the parties, which cannot be prevented, but because of the in- 
capability of the tribunal to come to a definite conclusion on the 
matter presented to it, which is a thing which can be prevented, 
for it never occurs in a court which consists of an uneven num- 
ber of judges. 


But it is not only in the exercise of their appellate jurisdiction 
that the divisional courts have failed, or partially failed. They 
possess an original statutory jurisdiction in which their decisions 
are final. Here, again, wherever two judges disagree, as they 
frequently do, they are bound to give leave to appeal, and in 
such cases the appeals are due entirely to the defective con- 
stitution of the tribunal, for if any decision at all had been 
arrived at which could in any sense have been regarded as the 
decision of the court, there would have been no possibility of 
appeal. 

Nor is disagreement the only defect which afflicts a divisional 
court of two judges. In how many cases, one is tempted to 
ask, has the judgment of such a court been neither more nor 
less than a compromise between the two judges? There must 
always be a desire to agree if possible, and, therefore, there 
must necessarily be a tendency to compromise on minor matters 
of difference. But in such a case the decision is never the 
result of the free and full judgment of either judge on the 
questions decided, and the terms in which it is couched are 
necessarily inconclusive and unconvincing. We do not think we 
are saying more than the facts warrant when we assert that the 
decisions of the divisional courts do not command more respect, 
if as much, as the decisions of the individual judges attached 
to the Chancery Division. This is tantamount to saying that 
these courts have proved a failure, because it shews that the 
same work could have been done equally well, if not better, 
by a single judge instead of two judges sitting together. 


It may be asked what is to be put in the place of divisional 
courts if they are to be abolished? The answer to that is that 
there is no more necessity on the Queen’s Bench side than on 
the Chancery side to have an intermediate court of appeal 
between the judge of first instance and the Court of Appeal. 
We have more than once pointed out the great practical advan- 
tage which would be gained by having all _— from a 
master in chambers heard in court by a judge. If this proposal 
were adopted, the whole raison d’étre of a divisional court as a 
court of appeal from chambers would be done away with. As to 
the other duties now discharged by divisional courts, some of 
them might be allotted to the Court of Appeal, and some could 
be disposed of by judges sitting alone. If the Court of Appeal 
would have to be strengthened for this purpose, that would only 
involve the transfer to that court of some of the judges set free 
by the abolition of divisional courts. The practical gain which 
would result to suitors would be very great, especially in respect 
of appeals arising out of decisions in chambers. At present 
appeal from a master lies to the judge in chambers, whose 
decision is frequently given after insufficient argument, no 
counsel being as a rule allowed; from the judge in chambers 
the appeal lies to a divisional court of two judges who may dis- 
agree ; and from the Divisional Court to the Court of peso | If 


the divisional courts were abolished, there would be one appeal | 


the less in every case taken to the Court of Appeal, and the 
waste of time and money entailed by an intermediate appeal to 
& court so constituted that it frequently fails to arrive at any 
decision at all would be saved for the suitor. We are quite 
aware that, when a divisional court is divided in giving judg- 
ment, the technical result is that the judgment of the senior 
judge prevails; but the practical result is that the case is carried 
to the Court of Appeal as a matter of course. 


REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 

Wharton’s Law Lexicon. Forming an Epitome of the Law of 
Engiand, and containing full Explanations of the Technical Terms 
and Phrases thereof, both Ancient and Modern, including the various 
Legal Terms used in Commercial Business, together with a Transla- 
tion of Latin Law Maxims and selected Titles from the Civil, Scotch, 
and Indian Law. Ninth Edition. By J. M. Lety, M.A., Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, as applicable to England, 
Ireland, and Wales, with Decisions, Notes, and Explanations. By 
R. M. Minton SENHOUSE, Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox. 


Handy Guide to County Court Costs under the County Court 
Rules, 1889 and 1892, containing the New Rules as to Costs and 
Official Scale of Charges, together with Useful Precedents of Bills of 
Costs on Ordinary and Default Summonses, Employers’ Liability, 
Equity Jurisdiction, and Admiralty. By Joun Hovucu, Law 
Accountant and Costs Draftsman. Walter Scott. 

A Compendium of Roman Law, founded on the Institutes of 
Justinian, together with Examination Questions set in the University 
and Bar Examinations (with Solutions), and Definitions of Leading 
Terms in the Words of the Principal Authorities. By Gorpon 
CamPBELL, M.A., LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. 
Stevens & Haynes. 

Rogers on Elections. Part II. Elections and Petitions, Parlia- 
mentary, Municipal, and Local Government, with Appendices of 
Statutes, Rules, and Forms. Sixteenth Edition. By 8. H. Day, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 





CORRESPONDENCE. 
DEPOSITED POWERS OF ATTORNEY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—I send you herewith copy of a letter which I have addressed 
to the officials of the Central Office with regard to a point arising 
under the Act authorizing the registration of powers of attorney. 

Perhaps you may think it worth while to make the matter public, 
as it is one of general interest to those constantly acting im this 
country under powers of attorney from the colonies and other coun- 
tries. A. Harry Ewer. 

31, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C., March 17. 


The following is a copy of the letter referred to :— 

31, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C., March 15, 1892. 
Re Power of Attorney. 
Mrs. P——. 

Dear Sir,—As the attorney of and solicitor for Mrs. P , I pre- 
sented to-day at the Central Office a copy of a power of attorney 
(which was on the 17th of February, 1892, deposited in such office 
under the power conferred by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 48), and 
requested that, upon payment of the proper fee, such copy should be 
marked as an office copy. I was thereupon informed that I was not 
entitled to present such copy and have the same marked as an office 
copy, but that I must bespeak a copy to be made in the office with a 
view to having such copy marked as an office copy. 

I submit— 

1. That under the Act of 1881 (see sub-section 3 of section 48) I 
am entitled to have marked as an office copy a copy made 
and presented by me of a power of attorney filed at the 
Central Office under the provisions of the Act. 

2. That there is not anything in the rules made under the sub- 
section which can entitle the officials of the Central Office to 
refuse to accept and in.due course mark.as an office copy a 
copy of such instrument when presented. : ; 

3. That if the wording of any such rule is inconsistent with my 
contention, such rule is, so far as it may affect that conten- 
tion, bad as being wlird vires. 

Tam, Dear Sir, Your obedient Servant, 
(Signed) A. Harry Ewer, 

To The Head Clerk, Central Office, 

Royal Courts of Justice, Strand. 








THE JUDICIAL DUTIES OF THE LORD CHANCELLOR, 
[Vo the Kditor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—-Referring to the last number of the Sotrorrors’ JouRNAL 





is not now available for the House of Lords and his own court * 
\ 


(p. 387), as to the great acceptability of the services of Lord Herschel ; 
will you allow me to inquire why more of the Lord Chancellor's time 
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Have very largely increased duties been thrown upon the Chancellor 
since the days of great Chancellors (e.7., Lords Selborne and Cairns) ? 
If so, kindly say what they are. An OLD SUBSCRIBER. 

March 21. 


[Does not our esteemed correspondent forget that nowadays the 
main functions of the Lord Chancellor are to frame and attempt to 
een measures designed to create gigantic public offices to do business 

itherto done by solicitors, and to attach to himself that power of 
— by rule which in 1883 an eminent member of Parliament, 
by name Sir Hardinge Giffard, most properly denounced in the House 
of Commons as being ‘‘a silent and secret mode of altering the 
law” ?—Ep. S. J.] 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
LAND REGISTRY. 
MIDDLESEX DeEEDs ACTs. 

Regulations. 

1. The Middlesex Deeds Department shall be open to the public 
from 10 till 4 except on Saturdays, when it shall be open from 10 till 
2. Memorials and Certificates of Satisfaction of Mortgages shall be 
received for registration between the hours of 11 and 3 only, and on 
Saturdays from 11 till 2. 

2. Any Memorial prepared, or in course of preparation, before the 
ist of April, 1892, may be registered at any time before the 1st of 
July following if in accordance with the Middlesex Registry Act, 
1708, and the — prevailing before the said 1st of April. 

The Fee Order of 11th February, 1892, shall apply to such regis- 
trations, and the fees shall be paid in Land Registry Stamps. 

The registration shall be effected in such manner as the Registrar 
shall deem most convenient. , 

3. The Endorsements, Certificates, or Signatures referred to in Rule 
17 of the Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Rules, 1892, shall (unless 
otherwise directed by the Registrar) be made or given by stamping, 
and any act required by the Middlesex Deeds Acts to be done (as 
referred to in the said Rule) may be done by the acting Chief Clerk 
of the Middlesex Deeds Department and such other officer as the 
Registrar may from time to time authorize. 

Land Registry, 24th March, 1892. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
CARTER +. SILBER—No. 2, 22nd March. 
Inrant—Marewsace Serrtement—Covenant py INFANT TO SETTLE FuTURE- 
ACQUIRED Prorerty—Vormanie Contract—RepvupiaTION—REASONABLE 


TIME ALLOWED ror REPUDIATION—PERIOD FROM WHICH SUCH Time 
BEGINS TO RUN. 


Appeal from the decision of Romer, J. (reported 39 W. R. 552; 1891, 3 
Ch. 553). By a settlement dated October 16, 1883, on the occasion of the 
marriage of Martin A. Silber, then an infant, with Lady Lucy Vaughan, 
the said M. A. Silber covenanted to settle any property to which he then was, 
or should thereafter become, entitled under any settlement or appoint- 
ment then executed, or thereafter to be executed, by his father, or under 
the will of his father or mother. The father of the infant had some years 
previously settled the corpus of certain policy moneys upon such of his 
(the father’s) children as he should appoint, and in 1878 the father had by 
his will appointed the corpus of the policy moneys and all his residuary 
estate among such of his sons as should attain twenty-one. The marriage 
settlement of 1883 was executed by the then infant husband, but not 
under the powers conferred by the Infants’ Marriage Settlements Act, 
1855. The infant husband came of age on November 19, 1883. The 
father died on May 14, 1887; the marriage settlement having been in the 
meantime acted on by him and/all other parties thereto. Someof the policies 
becoming payable on the death of the father, the question arose whether 
the husband’s share in the policy moneys should be paid to the trustees of 
his marriage settlement of 1583. It appeared from the evidence of the 
husband that he had no legal adviser when he executed the marriage 
settlement ; that he did not know it contained the covenant by him to 
settle after-acquired property; and that he first became aware of that 
fact and of his right to repudiate the settlement in January, 1888. On 
July 31, 1888, the husband gave formal notice that he repudiated the 
settlement, on the ground that he was an infant when the settlement was 
executed by him. (On June 17, 1889, the trustees of the marriage settle- 
ment brought an action against the husband, the other beneficiaries 
under the settlement, and various incumbrancers of the husband's 
interest, to have it declared that the husband could not repudiate, and 
that, if he could, he was bound to compensate the beneficiaries disap- 
pointed by his repudiation, out of the property coming to him wnder the 
will of his father. Romer, J., held that the husband was entitled to 
repudiate, and that be had repudiated within a reasonable time after he 


pensate the persons disappointed by his repudiation. The husband's 


who would be disappointed by the husband’s repudiation, and the plain. 
tiffs, the trustees of the settlement, appealed. 

Tue Court (Linpuzy, Bowen, and Kay, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Linviey, L.J., said that it was quite plain on the principles of law laid 
down as far back as the case of Zouch v. Parsons (3 Bur. 1794) that the 
deed of settlement executed by the infant husband was a voidable—not, 
void contract. The deed was executed on the occasion of his marriage, 
and it was impossible to say that it could not be for the benefit of the 
infant. It was also well settled law that a voidable instrument executed 
by an infant was, when the infant attained twenty-one, binding on him 
until he repudiated it, and further that if he wished to repudiate it he 
must do so within a reasonable time after his attaining twenty-one. That 
had been settled in cases arising on repudiation of shares taken in com. 
panies by infants (Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Co. v. Black, 8 
Exch. 181, and Ebbet’s case, L R. 5 Ch. App. 302), and the law was accu- 
rately stated in Bullen & Leake’s Precedents, 4th ed., Part II., p. 220, 
that ‘‘ a person who is sued upon obligations arising out of property which 
he has become possessed of under a contract cannot avoid the obligation 
by a simple defence that he was an infant at the time of acquiring the 
property, but he must further plead that before he attained twenty-one, 
or within a reasonable time in that behalf after coming of age, he repn- 
diated the contract on that ground and disclaimed the property.’’ The 
husband, therefore, after he attained twenty-one, had a reasonable time to 
consider what he would do. What was a reasonable time necessarily de- 
pended on the circumstances of each case. In the present case nearly five 
years had elapsed after the husband came of age before he repudiated, and 
it was perfectly absurd to say that it was then competent for the husband 
to repudiate. 

Bowen, L.J., was of the same opinion. Though he agreed with the 
judge below in thinking that the husband should have a reasonable time 
to exercise his option of repudiating, and that what was a reasonable time 
depended on all the circumstances of the case, yet he could not agree with 
the view taken by the judge below, that the reasonable time could not 
expire during the father’s lifetime. The husband when he came of age 
knew of the fact of the existence of the settlement he had executed, and 
assuming that he did not know in fact that the settlement contained this 
covenant to settle after-acquired property, yet he was not entitled to plead 
his ignorance of the contents of the settlement. The only other thing he 
prayed in aid of his case was, that he did not know until after his father’s 
death that he had a right to repudiate the settlement. But that right was 
a matter of law, and he could not plead that he did not know the law. 

Kay, L.J., said that the covenant was not void, but voidable only, at 
the choice of the infant husband when he attained twenty-one. His lord- 
ship read the judgment of Dallas, C.J., in Holmes v. Blogg (8 Taun. 35) as 
laying down the rule that the choice must be exercised within a reasonable 
time after the infant attained twenty-one. The right to repudiate wasa 
matter of law, and as all persons were supposed to know the law, know- 
ledge of that right was not to be taken into consideration in computing 
what was a reasonable time for repudiating. Questions of waiver or 
acquiescence depended on knowledge of facts or rights, but his lordship 
entirely disagreed with the attempt made to apply that doctrine to the 
case of repudiation of an infant’s contract after the infant had attained 
twenty-one.—CounsEL, Chadwyck Healey, Q.C., and Frederie Thompson ; 
Crackanthorpe, Q.C., and Butcher ; Ne ville, Q.C., Maidlow, and Methola; 
Hornell ; Horton Smith, Q.C., and Ingpen; Boome; H. Terrell; Wallace. 
Souictrors, Simpson § Cullingford ; A. E. Phipps, for Roberts & Evans ; G. R. 
Grant; A. & H. White; Hicks & Arnold; G.§& W. Webb; G. G. Vertue; 
G.C. Lea; ZZ. P. Spottisiwoode. 


[Reported by M. J. Biake, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
DASHWOOD +. MAGNIAC—Chitty, J., 17th March. 


Pracrice—Costs or THree CounseEL—DIsaLLowANce BY TAxiInc Masten 
—STATEMENT OF REASONS—COMMUNICATION OF SUCH REASONS TO PARTIES. 


This was an application to review the taxation of costs in the recent 
action of Dashwood vy. Magniac (39 W. R. Dig. 253; 1891, 3 Ch. 306) which 
was dismissed with costs by Chitty, J., and the Court of Appeal. The 
defendant had employed three counsel, and the plaintiff four. The 
defendant claimed to be allowed the costs of three counsel in taxation as 
between party and party. The taxing master relied on Campbell v. Camp)ell 
(31 Soricrrors’ Journa., 378, W. N., 1887, p. 83) which he considered a far 
heavier case than the present, and disallowed the costs of the third counsel. 
He sent a written statement of his reasons to the judge, but refused to 
shew such statement or communicate his reasong to either side. The 
authorities on the point are collected at p. 1039 of the Annual Practice, 
1892, note to R. 8. C., ord. 65, r. 27 (47). 

Currry, J., said it did not follow that the defendant was necessarily to 
be allowed the costs of three counsel because the plaintiffs had employed 
four, but the latter fact was an indication of the plaintiffs’ opinion about 
the difficulties of the case. His lordship thought that the taxing master 
had wholly misapprehended the nature of the case. The facts were very 
long and complicated, and involved the nature of the cutting of the timber, 
the local custom, and questions as to the admissibility of evidence as to 
such local custom or usage. In all his lordship’s experience he remem bered 
no case presenting such difficult questions of law. The whole law relating 
to timber was ransacked, even to the black-letter books, and one need 
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argue. In his lordship’s opinion, to use the expression in another case, 
two counsel would have been ‘‘over-weighted”’ (Pearce v. Lindsay, 8 
Ww. R. Ch. Dig. 75,1 De G. F. & J., at p. 577). The present case took 
four days. No time was thrown away, but it was presented in the neatest 
and tersest form. It was not necessary to refer in detail to Campbell 
y. Campbell, but his lordship could not accept what the taxing master had 
said as to the comparative importance of that case with the present one. 
The rule was fairly expressed by Fry, L.J. (then Fry, J.), in Kirkwood v. 
Webster (26 W. R. 812, 9 Ch. D., at p. 242), where he said that that 
case fell within Turner, L.J.’s rule in Pearce v. Lindsay—viz., that it was 
“essentially necessary for the purpose of doing justice that three counsel 
should be employed ’’ ; and explained that this did not mean ‘‘a physical or 
mathematical necessity, but that the case was one in which a reasonable 
and prudent man, acting with ordinary prudence, would not have ventured 
to come into court without three counsel.”? His lordship thought that that 
exception to the general rule was well put, and said the case must go back 
to the taxing master with a direction to allow the costs of the third 
counsel. His lordship added that the taxing master had furnished him 
with a statement of his reasons, but had declined to shew that statement 
to either side. This was an error on his part. He ought to have shewn 
his reasons to both sides. The parties had come to the court in ignorance 
of the taxing master’s reasons. His lordship could conceive a case where 
the taxing master gave such cogent reasons that the parties would not 
yenture to bring the case before the court. The right course for the 
future would be for the taxing master to communicate his reasons, not 
merely to the judge, by sending them to him, but to the parties.—CovnsgL, 
Byrne, Q.C., and Rihton ; H. Fellows. Soracrrors, Crawley, Arnold, § Co. ; 
Robert J. Dashwood. 
[Reported by G. Rowianp Atston, Barrister-at-Law. } 


LAYBURN +. GRIDLEY—North, J., 16th March. 


Trespass—ContTicvots PRopERTIES—PORTION OF ONE PROPERTY PROJECTING 
OVER THE OTHER—RIGHT TO SPACE ABOVE PROJECTION—ADVERSE PossEssIon 
—APPORTIONMENT. 

This was an action for an injunction to restrain trespass. The action 
arose from the fact that a portion of the premises in the actual occupation 
of the defendant projected over the plaintiff’s property. The plaintiff is 
the owner of premises known as ‘‘ The Outrigger ’’ public-house, at the 
corner of Water-lane, Kingston-on-Thames. The defendants are the 
owners of adjoining premises, occupied by them for the purposes of their 
business as timber merchants. In 1871 both ‘‘The Outrigger’’ and the 
timber yard were owned in fee by Mr. Thomas Cucksey, subject as to 
“The Outrigger’’ to a lease that will expire in 1894, and as to the timber 
yard to a lease to the defendant James Gridley that expired last Michael- 
mas. The defendants’ premises are divided from ‘‘ The Outrigger’’ by a 
passage, with a coal cellar and a yard behind, belonging to the public- 
house. The front of the defendants’ premises consists of a single storey, 
with a loft over it. The loft projects over the whole of the piaintiff’s 

gage. The lease to the defendants expressly included the loft. In 

1871 *‘ The Outrigger ’’ was conveyed to the plaintiff in fee, subject to the 
lease which will expire in 1894, and to a right of way, previously existing, 
over the passage-yard to boat-building premises in the occupation of a 
third person. It was described in the conveyance by refereuce to a ground 
plan in which the coal cellar, yard, and passage were delineated and 
coloured green. The parcels conveyed were described as the parts 
coloured green on the plan. No reference was made to the loft 
projecting over the plaintiff's premises, or to the lease to James 
atidley. Shortly after this Thomas Cucksey sokd and conveyed the 
timber premises to one Herrick, subject to the lease to James Gridley. 
The parcels in this conveyance were also described by reference to 
ground plan, whereon they were coloured red. The red colour did 
not extend over any part of the yard, cellar, or passage. The defendant 
James Gridley subsequently purchased the fee from Herrick, the lease 
being kept alive by a conveyance to a trustee. During the three years 
that Herrick was owner of the premises, the defendant paid him the whole 
rent of £25 payable under the lease. No apportioned rent was ever paid 
to the plaintiff, nor was any apportionment made in respect of that part 
of the loft which projected over the plaintiff’s yard, cellar, and passage. 
Some time since Messrs. Gridley altered the loft, and raised its walis 
about four feet. The present action was brought in order to assert the 
plaintiff's right to the loft. Three questions were raised: (i) whether the 
effect of the conveyance to the plaintiff in 1871 was to vest the fee of the 
loft as well as the property under it in the plaintiff ; (2) whether, assum- 
ing that the defendant was owner of the loft, he had any right to raise it ; 
(3) whether, by reason of the plaintiff not having received any rent in 
respect of the loft, his right to it was barred by the statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, 
Cc. 27. 


Noxrn, J., held that there was nothing in the conveyance to the plaintiff 
to limit the plain description by reference to the = colov green, 
which, in the absence of any such limitation, must include not only the area 
of the ground, but everything above and below, wsque ad celum et ad 
inferos. As to the second point, even if the defendant was right as to the 
ownership of the loft, that would not make him owner of anything 
outside it, and the plaintiff, as owner of the soil, was owner of the space 
above the loft. The ease of Corbett v. Hill (9 Eq. 671) was here exactly in 
point. As to the last point, a small portion of the premises in the defend- 
ant’s occupation did certainly belong to the plaintiff, and the plaintiff 
would have had a right to an apportionment of the rent in respect of his 
part, but as no apportionment was ever made or claimed the rent was quite 
properly paid to Herrick, who was the owner of by far the larger part and 
who could give a good receipt for the rent. Rent was not wrongfully 


therefore, be granted.—CounsEL, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Tanner ; S. Hall, 
Q.C., and D. Jones. Souscrrons, G. B. Howard ; John Durham. 
{ Reported by G. B. M. Coorz, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re THE MERCANTILE BANK OF AUSTRALIA—North, J., 22nd March. 


ProvisionAL Liquipator — OrrictaL Recerver —Securiry — Companres 
(Winpinc-up) Act, 1890, s. 4—Comranres Winpinc-vp Rv wes, 1890, 
R. 67. 


A petition had been presented by a creditor for the winding up of this 
Australian company in England. The company had no registered office 
in England, but carried on some subsidiary business in London. It was 
stated that telegraphic news had been received to the effect that a volun- 
tary winding up had been resolved upon by the company with a view to 
reconstruction. This was an application on behalf of the petitioner that 
the petition might stand over to give time to get authentic information 
of what steps had been taken in Australia towards liquidation, and that a 
provisional liquidator might be appointed, to protect the assets of the com- 
pany in England, but with limited powers of distribution, other than the 
official receiver, which it was urged the court had the option of doing 
under the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, s. 4, sub-sections 5 and 6. 
The Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, has repealed a portion of section 
92 of the Companies Act, 1862, which provides that ‘‘ the court may deter- 
mine whether any, and what, security is to be given by any official liquida- 
tor on his appointment,’’ and the Board of Trade are now, by rale 67 of 
the Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1890, the body to whom security is to 
be given. The Board of Trade had expressed an opinion in this case that 
this rule, which provides that they s direct how and to whom seeurity 
is to be paid by a special manager or liquidator other than the official 
receiver, does not apply previously to a winding-up order being made by 
the court. 

Nortu, J., acceded to the application that = might stand over 
till next sittings, and said that, in his opinion, rule 67 was not confined to 
a period after a winding-up order had been made, and that if a provisional 
liquidator other than the official receiver were appointed by the court it 
would be for the Board of Trade to decide what security should be given. 
But the Board of Trade considered that they had no jurisdiction in this 
case to take security, and the court could not enforce it, for the power 
given to it under the old Act had been repealed. Without .deciding 
whether, in a proper case, the court could appoint anyone else except the 
official receiver provisional liquidator, his lordship said that he did not see 
why, in this case, the official receiver should not be appointed; the whole 
scope of the rules and Act pointed to him as the person to be appointed 
provisional liquidator in the normal course, and in this case no sufficient 
reason had been given for going outside the normal course. His lordship 
therefore appointed the official receiver provisional liquidator with power 
to collect and protect, but not to distribute, the assets, exeept for the pay- 
ment of current expenses.—CovunsgEL, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Elgood ; 
Everitt, Q.C., and Bramwell Davis; T. K. Young; R. B. Morris. Soxtct- 
tors, Powell § Burt; Crawford § Chester. 

Reported by C. F. Duncay, Barrister-at-Law. ) 


EARL OF AYLESFORD v. EARL POULETT-—North, J., 18th March. 


Conrempt—Deravitmnc Trustee—Destors Act, 1869, s. 4, suB-sxctTron 3 
—Desrors Act, 1878—Discretion or Court. 


This was a motion by the plaintiff to commit Earl Poulett to prison for 
contempt in not having paid into court the sums of £98,000 and 
£19,000, which had been found due from him and his co-trustee as trustees 
under the Aylesford Estate Acts, 1882-4, pursuant to the judgment in the 
action. It was proved that the application of the moneys by the trustees 
did not involve any moral culpability or fraud, but that they had been 
applied under a misapprehension as to the effect of the Aylesford Acts, 
excepting some small sums, such as disallowances on solicitor’s bills ; and 
that Earl Poulett was absolutely without means of repayment. It was 
contended for the respondent that he was protected by privilege of Par- 
liament, this not being a breach of trust of a criminal nature; and, 
further, that this was a case in which the court would exercise the discre- 
tion given it by the Debtors Act of 1878. 

Nortu, J., without deciding the question of privilege, said that in this 
case he ought to exercise the discretion given the court by the Debtors Act 
ot 1878, and refuse to make the order asked for. In the Trustee Act, 
1888, the Legislature, by giving the benefit of the Statute of Limitations 

to trustees, except in case of fraud, had drawn a distinction between 
innocent and fraudulent breach of trust, and in Re Xwowles (52 L. J. Oh. 
D. 685), Kay, J., had distinguished cases of misappropriation by trustees 

where the money had been applied for their own t from cases where 

a wrong investment had been made, or where a trustee had applied trust 

moneys to a wrong p on bad advice or in misapprehension of the 
meaning of the trust instrument. His lordship, being of opinion that this 

case was of the latter character, refused the motion.—Cownsart., Cozens- 

Hardy, Q.C., and W. Druce ; Sir H. Davey, Q.C., and Vernon Smith. Soxt- 

crrors, Bennett, Dawson, & Bennett ; Hammond $ Richards. 

[Reported by C. F. Duxcax, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re BRITISH ASAHAN PLANTATIONS CO. (LIM)—Kekewich, J., 19th 
March. 
Company—Vo.tuntary Wuinpine vp—Pstrrron sy SHAREHOLDERS POR 


Winpine vp ny THE Covrt—Compantns (Winpine-vp) Act, 1890 (53 & 
54 Vier. c, 68), s. 8. 





paid, and the statute, therefore, did not run. An injunction would, 


This was a petition by shareholders for the compulsory winding “p by 
the court of the above-named company. Resolutions had been passed for 
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a voluntary winding up. ‘The petition was opposed by a majority of the 
shareholders. On behalf of the petitioners counsel referred to Re Doré 
Gallery (Limited) (W. N., 1891, p. 98) and Ae National Debenture and Assets 
Corporation (1891, 2 Ch. 505), and contended that the petition ought to be 
granted in order that certain matters connected with the formation of, and 
the sale of property to, the company might be investigated under the 
powers conferred by the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890. 

Kexewicu, J., said that the question whether there should be a volun- 
tary or a compulsory winding up was essentially one for the discretion of 
theshareholders. There was no reason why in this case he should inter- 
fere with that discretion. The existence of the powers conferred by the 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, afforded a ground which might induce 
‘the court to make a winding-up order in a case where an order would not 
have been made before those powers existed. The judgments of Lindley and 
Kay, L JJ., in Re National Debenturc Assets Co ‘poration preci sely 
expressed his own views on the subject. But in that case the court was 
dealing with the interests of creditors, and not, as in tiiis case, with those of 
shareholders. The petition must be dismissed, but, under the circum- 
stances, without costs.—CouNseI ie armington, Q.C., and 1. Emden a 
E. Tyrrell; Marten, Q.C., and R. Renshaw, Q.C., and H. 7. Eve. 
Souicrrors, Donglas-Norman & Co. ; Davidson & Morviss ; Ashu st, Morris, 
Crisp, & Co. 








and 


} oundger ; 


Reported by Joux WixkrieiD, Barrister-at-Law. 


Re ¥F. KING & CO.'S TRADE-MARK—Kekewich, J., 18th March. 


Trape-Mark — “‘ Desstcatep Sovr ’’ — RecGistTratron -— RecriricaTion — 
REGISTERED OWNER RESIDENT OUT OF JURISDICTION—SERVICE—PATENTS, 
Designs, AND Trape-Marxs Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 57), s. 62, 
suR-sEcTION 6, ss. 90, 111, 117—Patents, Destens, anp Trape-Marks 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 50). 


This was an application on the part of the Pure Beef Co. (Limited) to 
have removed from the register of trade-marks the words “ dessicated 
soup.”’ On the hearing of a charge at the Mansion House in 1892 against 
directors of the applicant company, the managing director of the respondent 
company proved that their preparation had been sold as ‘‘ Edwards’ 
Desiccated Soup ’’ before 1889, and since then as ‘‘ Dessicated Soup.’’ The 
respondent company had an office in London, but their head office was in 
Belfast. The applicants gave notice of this motion by serving it on the 
Comptroller-General and by sending a copy of the notice of motion to 
the head office of the respondents at Belfast, with a statement that the 
copy was sent to inform them that proceedings had been commenced 
which might affect their interests. The respondent company did not 
appear, and the question now raised was whether the court had power to 
hear the motion in their absence. 

Kexewicu, J , said that the applicants were in a difficult position, as, 
owing to the respondents’ head office being out of the jurisdiction, they 
could not serve the notice of motion. They had, however, given the 
respondents informal notice of the proceedings, which his lordship thought 
was the right course to adopt, and it was not necessary to apply for the 
leave of the court. Now the respondents had not appeared, and the 
question had to be decided in their absence. As to the jurisdiction, he 
thought that whatever might be the jurisdiction of the Irish court, this 
court also had jurisdiction. And as a matter of convenience the question 
of the registration of this trade-mark could best be decided here, as his 
lordship had the assistance of the comptroller and the law officers of the 
Crown. As regarded the facts, he had clear evidence before him of the 
managing director of the respondents that this was not an old mark. The 
words were clearly descriptive, and the applicants were therefore entitled 
to have the mark expunged.—CounseL, Warmington, Q.C., and Swinfen 
Eady ; Ingle Joyce. Sortscrrons, Hatchett-Jones & Co. ; Solivcito Board of 
Trade, 


Reported by F. T. Du«a, Barrister-at-Law. 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


LONDON AND UNIVERSAL BANK ~*~. EARL OF CLANCARTY AND 
OTHERS—18th March. 


Pracrice—Actiox ox Promissory Nore—Ciam vor Isterest to Jvne- 
MENT—SPECTIALLY-INDORSED Writ—Binis ov Excuance Act, 1882 (45 
& 46 Vict. c. 61), s. 5T—R.S. € fics 02 Bava Fs Me Ves 


This was an appeal by the defendants from a decision of Pollock, B., in 
chambers, giving judgment for the plaintiffs under order 14. The action 
was brought by the holders of two dishonoured promissory notes against 
the drawers. The writ was specially indorsed, and included a claim for 
interest at five per cent. per annum until payment or judgment. It was 
contended for the defendants, on the authority of Sheba Gold Mining Co. v. 
Trubshawe and Ryley v. Master (ante, p. 329), that this indorsement was 
bad. 

Tuer Covet (Denman and A. L. Sairn, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Denaax, J., said that the first question was, whether the decision in 
Sheba Gold Mining (o. ¥. Trulshawe and Ryley v. Master (ante, p- 329) was 
applicable to this case, which was an action by the holders of two pro- 
bs) notes which had been duly presented and dishonoured. That 
question depended on the meaning of section 57 of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882. The claim on the writ included a general claim for interest at 
five cent from the date of the writ up to judgment. The learned 
judge in chambers thought that this case was distinguishable from Sheba 
Gold Mining Co. v. Trubshawe and Ryley v. Master. The latter case was 


no authority in the present case, #0 far as regards the Billa of Exchange 
These promissory notes 


Act, because it did not come within that Act 
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were dishonoured bills within the meaning of section 57, which section 
provided for the measure of damages against the parties to a dishonoured 
bill. His construction of section 57 was that the plaintiff might recover 
the amount of the bill and interest on that amount at the rate agreed 
upon from presentment ; for sub-section 3 provided that where interest 
might be recovered as damages—that was, liquidated damages—the interest 
might be withheld wholly or in part, and interest as damages might, or 
might not, be given at the same rate as interest proper. It was admitted 
that the object of section 57 was to enable bills of exchange to be dealt 
with under order 14, and it was more likely that the Legislature intended 
that the question of giving or withholding interest as damages should be 
left to the judge who was dealing with the case under order 14, than that 
it should be left to some other tribunal. The principle laid down in Sheba 
Gold Mining Co. v. Trubshawe was applicable to a different state of things 
to that contemplated by section 57, sub-section 3, which could be g0 
construed that interest up to judgment could be considered as being in 
the nature of liquidated damages. 

A. L. Surru, J., concurred. He was of opinion that Sheba Gold Mining 
Co. Vv. Trubshawe and Ryley v. Master only decided that where a plaintiff 
had to resort to the provisions of 7 Will. 4&1 Vict. c. 80 in order to 
make a claim for interest by way of damages, he could not make a specially- 
indorsed writ. In the present case the holder was directly within section 
57 of the Act of 1882, under which section it was intended by the Legisla- 
ture that the provisions of order 14 should be applicable to bills of 
exchange. It was clear that the meaning of sub-section 1 was that the 
amount of the bill, the interest, and the expenses of noting or protest were 
all to be recovered as liquidated damages, and ord. 36, r. 58, shewed that 
the interest recoverable as liquidated damages included interest down to 
the time of judgment. Appeal dismissed.—Counset, €. Willoughby 
Williams ; W. Whateley. Sorscrrors, Petch §& Smurthwaite Indermaw § 
Brown. 

Reported by F. O, Roztxson, Barrister-at-Law. 


CHALMERS ~. SCOPENICH—2Ist March. 


Surprinc Law—Foreien Surp—Overvoanine in Brrrish Porr—Procerep- 
ING TO SEA AFTER Notice or Derention—Mercuant Suirrina Act, 1876 
(39 & 40 Vicr. c. 80), ss. 6, 13, 34, 37. 

The question in this case was whether section 34 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1876, can be put in force against the master of a foreign 
ship which had proceeded to sea in an unsafe state by reason of overload- 
ing in a British port where no Order in Council exists applying the pro- 
visions of the Merchant Shipping Acts to the foreign State to which such 
ship belongs. The facts were as follows:—A summons was issued on the 
application of the Board of Trade against Captain Scopenich, the master 
of the Austrian steamship Sav Giusto, for alleged contravention of sections 
13 and 34 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1876, for that he, as master of 
that ship, which had taken on board her cargo at a port in the United 
Kingdom—namely, at Penarth in the port of Cardiff—did on the 23rd of 
October, after service upon him of notice of detention of his vessel by the 

3oard of Trade for being unsafe by reason of overloading, proceed to sea 

before his vessel was released by competent authority. At the hearing on 
the 12th of February, 1892, it was objected on behalf of the defendant 
that it was necessary for the prosecution to prove (in addition to the facts 
as to the alleged overloading), conformably with sections 37 and 38 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1876, an Order in Council making the provisions 
of sections 13 and 34 of that Act applicable to Austrian vessels. ‘The 
magistrate held that the existence of such an Order in Council was 
essential to the case for the prosecution, and, it being admitted that no 
such Order in Council had been made, dismissed the summons and stated 
this case. 

Denman, J.—In this case I think that the magistrate has put a con- 
struction upon this Act of Parliament which it was not intended to bear. 
The proceedings were taken against the master of an Austrian ship under 
sections 13 and 34 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1876, and the magistrate 
thought that he had no jurisdiction because no Order in Council dealing 
with Austrian ships had been made under section 37 of the same Act. One 
object of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1876, was to prevent unseaworthy 
ships going to sea. Section 6 provides for the detention of a British ship 
which is, ‘* by reason of overloading or improper loading, unfit to proceed 
to sea without serious danger to human life’’; it may be that the sections 
which follow (sections 7-12) apply to British ships only, and we may assume 
that that is so, that view being the most favourable to the respondent. 
But section 13 obviously applies to foreign ships. It provides that 
‘where a foreign ship has taken on board all or any part of her cargo at 
a port in the United Kingdom, and is whilst at that port unsafe by reason 
of overloading or improper loading, the provisions of this Act with respect 
to the detention of ships shall apply to that foreign ship as if she were a 
British ship,’’ subject to modifications which have no application in the 
present case. ‘That section specifically deals with ovérloaded foreign ships. 
We must take it as proved that this ship is a foreign (Austrian) ship ; that 
she loaded at a port in the United Kingdom, and was whilst at that 
port unsafe by reason of overloading—‘ unsafe at the port ’’ must, of 
course, mean that the ship is in that condition when contemplating going 
to sea. It follows, therefore, that the provisions of section 34 as to the 
detention of ships apply to this ship; that section provides that if, after 
service on the master of any notice or order for detention, the ship pro- 
ceeds to sea before it is released by competent authority, the master shall 
forfeit a certain penalty. It is said that that section cannot have been 
intended to apply to a foreign ship; but there is nothing outrageous in 
one country providing that foreigners who enjoy her hospitality shall not 
infringe her criminal or municipal law; and upon the construction of this 
Act I think that the word “ ship”’ in an Act which has already mentioned 
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both British and foreign ships must be taken to include both classes of | he obtained his discharge. The discharge was to be obtained when the 5s. 
vessels. It is said that section 37 makes it necessary to have an Order in | was paid. The £800 vested in the bankrupt, in one sense, the moment his 
Council before these provisions can be made to apply to foreign ships: | father died, and his father died after the commencement of the bankruptcy 
‘“‘ Whenever it has been made to appear to her Majesty that the Govern- | and before the discharge was obtained. It was said that the condition of 
ment of any foreign State is desirous that any of the provisions of the | the discharge was fulfilled the moment the father died, because at that 
Merchant Shipping Acts, 1854 to 1876, . . . shall apply to the ships | moment property sufficient to pay the 5s. came to the prmaes O and there- 
of such State, her Majesty may by Order in Council declare that such of | fore vested in the trustee ; that the bankrupt then obtained his discharge, 
the said provisions as are in such order specified shall apply; and there- | and that the surplus vested in him. That involved this question, The 
upon . . . such provisions shall apply to the ships of such State, and | sum of money was left to the bankrupt by his father ; could that sum be 
to the owners, masters, &c., in the same manner in all respects as if such | divided into two parts, coming to the bankrupt at different moments of 
ships were British ships.’’ Now, there are many provisions in these Acts | time? That was too fine a proposition. He thought that the whole sum 
to which these words may refer; the Act of 1876, for instance, contains | must have come to the bankrupt at the same moment, and therefore it 
provisions as to the marking of the load-lme, as to signals of distress, and | vested in the trustee before the discharge. But the discharge was obtained 
as to the space to be provided for passengers, and I think that section 37 | as soon as the 5s. was paid, and the surplus remained vested in the trustee. 
may perfectly well be construed as referring to such questions as these, | Therefore, by section 65, the trustee must divide it amongst the creditors. 
and not to the matters dealt with in sections 13 and 34. I think that the | Otherwise the debtor might come in for £100,000 and the creditors would 
magistrate took too sweeping a view of the intention of section 37, and | receive no more than 5s. in the pound. This form of order of discharge 
that it was not intended that an Order in Council should be required | could be made under the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, upon condition of paying 
before enforcing the provisions of sections 13 and 34 as to foreign ships. 10s. in the pound, and therefore the same question might arise in the 
A. L. Smrru, J.—I also think that the magistrate was wrong, and that | future. 
the provisions of section 34 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1876, can be Fry, L.J., dissented. He agreed that the order was invalid, but that it 
put in force against a foreign ship which has overloaded in a British port | must be treated as valid. The substance of the order of discharge was 
without any Order in Council. Sections 4-12 deal with the sending to sea | that property of the bankrupt up to 5s. in the pound was to go to the 
of British ships in an unseaworthy condition. Section 13 is the first | trustee, and any surplus over that amount was to belong to the bankrupt. 
section which relates to the overloading of foreign ships, and it is an | The real dividing line was not time, but amount, although the order was 
express provision that in these cases the provisions as to detention of ships | expressed in words of time. Then £800 devolved upon the bankrupt, of 
shall apply as if the ship were a British ship. It is said that section 37 | which only £312 was required to make up the 5s. It was quite clear that 
must be read in conjunction with section 13, but I think that that view | if the property came to the bankrupt pound by pound it would vest in the 
is wrong. Section 37 is a provision as to the method by which foreign | trustee until it reached £312, and at that moment the discharge would take 
subjects may obtain the benefit of the Acts. That view is fortified by | effect, and the surplus would vest in the bankrupt, and would not pass to 
the consideration that section 37 is substantially a re-enactment of section | the trustee. It would be unreasonable to hold that it made any difference 
11 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1873, which was enacted before there | if the whole amount devolved on the bankrupt at one moment. The 
was any power to detain a foreign ship for overloading. I think, there- dividing line was not time, but amount. The £800 must be treated as two 
fore, that section 34 applies to the present case, and that the case must | sums—first, a sum sufficient to pay 5s. in the pound, which would vest in 
go back to the magistrate. Although the Act of 1876 is to be interpreted | the trustee ; secondly, the balance, which would not pass to the trustee, 
upon the construction of its own language without reference to a later | but would vest in the bankrupt. The difficulty arose from the fact that 
Act, still I may add that the interpretation we have put upon it is the | the devolution of the property was neither before the discharge, as con- 
same as that placed upon it by the Legislature when they passed the | tended by the trustee, nor after the discharge, as contended by the bank- 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1890, as appears from section 4 of that Act. rupt, but at the very moment of the discharge. The solution of the diffi- 
Case remitted.—CounseL, Sir R. E. Webster, A.G., and Henry Sutton ; | culty was to treat the sum as divided into two parts. There was ample 
Barnes, Q.C., and F. W. Raikes. Sortcrrors, The Solicitor to the Board of'| authority for doing this. 
Trade ; Turnbull, Tilly, § Mousir, for Ingledew § Rees, Cardiff. Lorxs, L.J., said that he agreed with the Master of the Rolls, though 
Reported by T. R. C. Dit, Barrister-at-Law, reluctantly, for he thought that effect was not being given to the intention 
of the order. At the moment when this property vested in the bankrupt 
he was undischarged, and therefore it vested in the trustee. He did not 
agree that it vested in two sums, one going to the trustee-and the other to 





Bankruptcy Cases. the bankrupt. The surplus, in his opinion, was divisible among the credi- 
Ex parte OFFICIAL RECEIVER, Re HAWKINS—C. A. No. 1, 18th tors under section 65. Appeal allowed.—Covnsgt, Sir E. Clarke, 8.G., and 
and 21st March. Muir Mackenzie ; Yate Lee. Sourcrrors, Solicitor to the Board of Trade ; Batten, 


ars 7 ale ; ~J1 Sa are seas Profitt, & Scott, for F. Bill, Walsall. 
Bankruptcy—SusreNnpDep DischaARGE—AFTER-ACQUIRED Property—Bank- : 
ruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), ss. 28, 44, 65. | Reported by F. O. Rosrxsoy, Barrister-at-Law. 
This was an appeal by the official receiver from an order of the Divisional | ~ 
Court sitting in bankruptcy discharging an order of “ judge of the 
Walsall County Court. In August, 1885, a receiving order was made C Hlici ~? > 
against the debtor, upon which he was adjudicated bankrupt, the un- Solicitors’ Cases. 
secured debts being £1,400 and the available assets being estimated at £700. SOLICITOR ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
On the 18th of November, 1885, the judge of the Walsall County Court | yfareh 17.—Bexsamix Wittiam Jones (11, Queen Victoria-street, City 
made an order that the bankrupt’s discharge should be suspended until he at tonden . 
had paid to the trustee for the time being of his estate such a sum as, : , 
with the dividend declared or to be declared, would — ye ig - 
ay to the creditors of the bankrupt who had duly proved, or who should 
Sscather duly prove, their dutta, te. in the pound thereon, and that this County Courts. 
order of discharge should take effect and come into operation on the day of LOCKHART r. SIR GEORGE OSBORN, BART.—Biggleswade, 22nd 
payment of such sum to the trustee. On the lst of June, 1891, the bank- February and 7th March. 
rupt’s father died, and under his will the bankrupt was entitled to the sum of 
£800. At this date a dividend of 1s. 13d. in the pound had been paid, 
leaving a balance of £312 necessary to make up the 5s. inthe pound. The : : : 
official receiver, as trustee in the bankruptcy, was paid out of the £800 This case raised the question, not previously determined, whether a 
the sum requisite to pay the remainder of the dividend of 5s., but the | tenancy for one year certain is subject to the Act. The tenant claimed 
county court judge held that the official receiver was entitled to the whole | £88 Is. 5d. under the Act, as distinguished from his claim under the 
of the £800 for the benefit of the creditors, on the ground that the £800 | agreement. He appointed a referee and gave the statutory notice to the 
was property which was acquired by the bankrupt before his discharge, | landlord to name his referee. This the landlord refused to do, hence the 
and, therefore, was divisible among the creditors in accordancé with section | application to the court. The farm was taken by the plaintiff at Michael- 
44, sub-section 2 (i.), and section 68 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. The | mas, 1890, for one year certain, at a rent of £200, in succession to his son. 











Acrictiturat Hoiprnes Act, 1883—Trnancy ror One YEAR CERTAIN— 
WHETHER WITHIN THE Act—INTERPRETATION Act, 1889, s. 1. 


a 


Divisional Court (Vaughan Williams and Henn Collins, JJ.) reversed the His Honour Judge Baqsnaws, after stating the facts, said: For the 
decision of the county court judge, and held that the official receiver was | defendant it was contended that the plaintiff, as tenant for one year 
not entitled to the balance of the £800. The official receiver appealed. certain, was not within any of these four classes (mentioned in the inter- 

Tue Covrr (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Lovgs, L.J., Fry, L.J., dissenting), | pretation clause, section 61—a tenancy for a term of years, for lives, for 
having taken time to consider, allowed the appeal. lives and years, or from year to year), and, therefore, is not within the 


Lord Esurr, M.R., said that the case raised an extremely difficult ques- | operative section (1), which gives a “‘ tenant *’ compensation for improve- 
tion as to the construction of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. There was a | ment in certain cases; and that the plaintiff, therefore, is outside the Act. 
bankruptcy aud a receiving order, and the court ordered that the bankrupt | On the other hand, for the plaintiff, it was contended that the phrase “a 
should obtain his discharge on the payment of a dividend of 5s. in the pound | term of years” includes a term of one year, not only (I presume) because, 
—that was, that he should be pat mee on the condition of his paying 5s. by the ordinary use of language, a plural word may, and in some cases 
in the pound. ‘hat was a bad order under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, must, include the singular, but also because of the express enact- 
but as it was made some time ago, and had been acted upon, it must ments of Lord Brougham’s Act (13 & 14 Vict. c. 21), s. M4, and of 
be treated as if it had been made in accordance with the Act. Under this | the Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 63), s. 1, and because 
conditional order the bankrupt paid part of the 5s., and then his father | such an interpretation is in accordance with the ordinary usages of 
died and left him a sum of £800, which was more than sufficient to pay 5s. | conveyancers and legal writers ; and because, it was contended, such an 
in the pound. The question was, Did the surplus of this £800 vest in the | interpretation is in accordance with, and is indeed requisite for, the carry- 
trustee or did it belong to the bankrupt? That depended on whether this | ing out of the policy of the Act. This last seems to me the main test; 
was property which was acquired by or devolved on the bankrupt before | and, if the policy of the Act requires or strongly points to the plaintiff's 
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interpretation, I think there is no insuperable difficulty in the language of 
the Act in the way of giving effect to its policy. It is, therefore, desirable 
to make some examination of the Act. It is clear that the tenant, who is 
to be compensated under section 1, and is defined in section 61, includes, 
in certain cases, a tenant who, having held for a term, has arrived at or 
the commencement of the last year of the term; or who, having 
eld as tenant for one year, has given or received final notice to quit, or is 
within one year of quitting. This is rendered clear by section 59, which, 
assuming that such a tenant would be for all purposes within the Act, 
deprives him of compensation in respect of improvements ‘‘ other than 
manires as defined by this Act’’ begun by him within the last year. 
It follows that if such a tenant, after the commencement of his last half 
year, applies to the land artificial or other purchased manures, or con- 
sumes on it by cattle, &c., feeding stuffs not produced on it, which is 
what the plaintiff claims to have done, he will, under section 1 and 
schedule 1, part 3 (22) and (23), be entitled to compensation for the 
improvement of the land thereby effected. It is obvious that if he 
was not he would be under an inducement to starve the land during 
the last year, which would be contrary to what, as it appears to 
me, is the policy of the Act—viz., to encourage the tenant to cultivate 
and manage the land liberally and well up to the last. If so I am 
unable to conceive any practical distinction between his case and that of 
the plaintiff, or any reason which should render it less desirable or more 
dangerous to encourage the manuring of the land in the one case than in 
the other. No doubt a letting for one year certain, as in the plaintiff’s 
case, is a comparatively rare tenancy, which may account for its not being 
specifically mentioned ; and, indeed, I should think the letting of a farm 
on such terms very unlikely to happen, except where, as here, the tenant 
has stepped into the place of a prior tenant ; but it seems to mo that, on 
the principle of giving effect to the apparent intention of the Legislature, 
where its e is not an insuperable objection, this apparently 
omitted case must be included. It may be objected that a man who 
decomes a tenant for less than a year, say for half a year certain, would 
de excluded, notwithstanding the view I take of the policy of the Act and 
the interpretation I suggest as meeting it; but I think the letting of a 
farm—as distinct from a grazing—for a term or period originally less than 
a year so unlikely to occur as to be for practical purposes non-existing ; 
so that the inconvenience, if any, of leaving such a possible case out of 
the Act may be disregarded ; in reference to which it may be observed 
that by section 7 the tenant’s notice in writing of the claim must always 
ve given two months at least before the determination of the tenancy. On 
the other hand, if the defendant’s contention that ‘‘ years’’ must be con- 
strued as excluding one year, is adopted, such a demise as fora life and for 
one year certain after the dropping of the life would be excluded ; whereas, 
if it had been for two years certain after the dropping of the life, it would 
clearly be included, a distinction which seems to me altogether arbitrary 
and unreasonable. Section 6 shews that the Act, in the case of compensa- 
tion for manures, contemplates that the tenancy may have endured for 
less than two years, which can hardly be except by including such a 
case as that in question; for a tenancy from year to year must (under 
section 33), as a rule and barring agreement or bankruptcy, last for at least 
two years, even if the tenant’s intention of determination be given immedi- 
ately after the commencement of the first year. I have only to add that 
Mr. Bund in his work on the Act, 2nd edition, p. 588, evidently thinks 
that the excluded tenancies are only those for less than a year, though the 
case before me does not appear to have occurred to him. The result is 
that I am of opinion that the tenant’s claim is within the Act.—CovnskgL, 
Theodore Dodd ; D’ Eyncourt. Soricrrors, Lockhart ; Woodhouse & Co. 


Extracted from Land Agents’ Record. 


THE COUNTY COURT RULES AND SCALES OF 

COSTS, 1892. 

Tue following is the —_ of a committee of the Council of the Incor- 

Law Society :—The long-expected revision of the County Court 

ules and Scales of Costs has at length been made, and, notwithstanding 

the delay, the issue of the revised edition bears the mark of hurry and 

s. When first issued, the new rules purported to come into 

on the Ist of March. In this state they were in the hands of the 

public until about the middle of February, when another issue appeared, 

ing to bear date the 5th of February (the first issue being undated), 

to come into operation on the 28th of March. The draft of these 

rules was not submitted tothe council. This affords another instance of 

the necessity for the publication of Lae gp new rules, and of opportunity 

being given for due examination 4 riticism, before they are finally 

made. The alterations in the rules are numerous, and some of them 

» but they are not, except as regards Admiralty, of a character 

to call for present minute comment. Time must be allowed for testing by 

the effect of the alterations made. Many of them consist 

merely of transpositions and rearrangement, and, in this respect, the new 

isgue is an improvement, the rules being now better arranged and more 

. The orders relating to the enforcement of judgments and 

attachment of debts are to 2 considerable extent reframed, and order 

of the Rules of 1889 relating to coste is annulled and a new order, 50a, 

ite place. Additional orders are also made as to the practice under 

recent Acts. The only alterations directly affecting solicitors, 
than those relating to cots, are these :— 

Grd, 6, 7. 10a, tollows the decision im Reg. v. Cowper (24 Q.%. D. 533) 

France +. Dutton (2 Q. B. 208), and particulars of claim must be 
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by the plaintiff's wlicitor “ in his own name or that of his firm,” 





but may be signed by a clerk, if duly authorized, on behalf and in the 
name of his master. 

Ord. 7, 7. 9c, enables solicitors to accept service of ordinary sum- 
monses. 

Ord. 25, 7. 38a, repeats in a different position ord. 50, r. 12, and in the 
same terms, thus perpetuating the doubt whether a solicitor employed to 
attend for a party on a judgment summons can recover any costs from 
his own client. This rule in terms distinctly negatives his right, though 
probably the court will endeavour somehow to give effect to the presumed 
intention of the framers to deal only with the matter as between the 
plaintiff and defendant, and not as between the plaintiff and his own 
solicitor. It will be borne in mind, however, that the scale of costs in 
county courts applies ‘‘as well between party and party as between 
solicitor and client.’’ 

Solicitor Advocates.—Although this is a matter which probably cannot be 
dealt with by rules, because of the express provision of section 72 of the 
County Court Act, the committee cinnot, in dealing with county court 
procedure as affecting solicitors, refrain from recording again their 
objection to the prohibition of advocacy by one solicitor retained by 
another. This prohibition is, in the opinion of the committee, opposed to 
the public interest, and they cannot but think that the time has come when 
the bar, in whose supposed interest it was enacted on the first establishment 
of county courts nearly half a century ago, would be well advised in 
assenting to its repeal. 

Admiralty.—The former Admiralty rules are annulled, and new rules 
substituted which are substantially the same as those which the council 
suggested on the recommendation of the Hull Law Society, and the com- 
mittee think these rules will be found very beneficial. The great fault in 
Admiralty county court practice has been that nearly every court had a 
different procedure, so that practitioners going to a strange court were ata 
disadvantage. The present rules will cure most of these divergencies, and 
will introduce a great many improvements besides; for instance, it is a 
decided improvement to be able to commence proceedings for or against 
‘* the owners ’’ of a ship, the names of whom are unknown. Rule 23, that 
judgment may be signed in default of appearance, will be a great benefit 
in many cases, as hitherto the formality of a hearing has had to be gone 
through in every case, although, of course, it often happens that in cases 
of insolvency such claims are entirely undisputed. The procedure as to 
bail is improved, and provision made for the assessment of damages. 

Various Suggestions not adopted.—It is, however, to be regretted that the 
opportunity has not been taken to make other amendments in the rules, 
which the council and provincial law societies have from time to time 
suggested. For instance, as regards provision for obtaining summary 
judgment. The proposal to extend the principle of the High Court order 
14 to county courts has not been accepted. The committee regard the 
want of such a provision as one of the great blots on the county court 
system. It is quite right to frame rules so as to prevent the oppression of 
small debtors by tally-men, but it is monstrous that, under the extended 
jurisdiction now given to county courts, debtors owing considerable sums 
of money, and having no defence, should be assisted by the practice of the 
courts in delaying payment. The machinery of the default summons is 
rendered almost useless by giving uncontrolled liberty to the defendant to 
defend in every case; and the sittings of many courts—such as monthly 
and bi-monthly sittings—give ample scope for most unreasonable delay. 
The committee repeat the recommendation which was made and adopted 
by the council in March, 1888, that—‘‘ In all cases in which a default 
summons has been issued for a sum not less than £10 (i.c., in any action 
for a debt or liquidated money demand), the plaintiff should be at liberty, 
four days after the service of the originating document, to take out a 
summons returnable before the registrar in chambers, calling on the 
defendant to state on affidavit whether he disputes the debt or any and 
what part of it, and (shortly) on what grounds. The defendant should be 
informed by the summons that if he has a defence to the action he must 
make an affidavit in answer. The registrar should have like powers of 
dealing with the action as are conferred upon a master under order 14. 
Where leave is given to defend, the costs of the summons should be made 
costs in the cause.’”’ There are other suggestions in the previous reports 
of the committee, adopted by the council, and afterwards communicated to 
the authorities, which it is to be regretted have not been adopted. 

Court Fees.—No attempt has been made to mitigate the grievance of the 
excessive court fees. The comparative indifference of the public to this 
important point is partly to be explained by the fact that they are in the 
habit of looking upon costs as a whole, and thus the solicitors through 
whom these fees are collected are credited with an exorbitance which is in 
fact due to the Treasury. 

Scales of Costs.—The committee regret to have to express their grave dis- 
satisfaction with the revised scales of solicitors’ costs. They afford very 
little improvement on the former scales, and in several instances are 
distinctly more disadvantageous to practitioners. These observations 
apply to all tke three scales, but the scale which is most seriously inade- 
quate is that marked C, applicable to actions in which*the subject-matter 
or the sum recovered exceeds £50, and also to admiralty actions. The 
committee are of opinion that this scale should in the main follow the 
lower scale of the High Court. A few items may be referred to as illus- 
trating the failure of the new scale to recognize and adequately remunerate 
the important work incident to many cases now within the county court 
jurisdiction. 

** Inatructions for brief on trial when counsel employed.’’—This item is still 
left with the inadequate maximum allowance of £3 3s, The maximum 
ought not to be less than £5 5s. 

** Preparation of minutes of fact ov argument where counsel not employed.” 
This is a new item, and is a partial adoption of a suggestion by the council, 
but instead of a fee not exceeding £5 5s. applicable to all cases in which 
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the taxing officer may think it proper, as proposed by the council, the 
maximum is limited to £2 2s., and that only in a prescribed class of cases, 
and under special order from the judge. 
** Attendance in court conducting case without counsel,”’ instead of carrying 
as proposed by the council a fee not exceeding £5 5s., at the discretion of 
the taxing officer, is limited to £2 2s., except in certain prescribed cases, 
and then only by special order of the judge. < 
** Attendance at court, without counsel, where trial lasts more than one day,”’ 
is limited to £2 2s. in all cases, although refreshers to counsel in similar 
cases are allowed at £3 3s. 
The new scale, in fact, adheres to the vicious principle of the old one in 
making it more profitable to a solicitor to employ counsel than to conduct 
a case personally. The new scale also makes the allowances to solicitors 
for preparing and conducting cases personally dependent upon special 
order of the judge, in most cases necessarily applied for in open court, 
thus casting upon the solicitor the unpleasant and invidious task of apply- 
ing in open court as a matter of favour for his reasonable remuneration. 
It is to be observed that the fees to counsel under Scale C are increased, 
aud as a rule it is not necessary to apply for these in open court. 
Throughout the scales the not too liberal fees for drawing documents are 
made to include necessary copies. This is both illogical and unjust. The 
new scale fails to give effect to the suggestions of the council that all 
letters and other matters which the taxing officer thinks necessary and 
proper should be paid for. It is impossible without some such general 
provision to give adequate remuneration for all necessary work in the more 
important cases. No just scale can anticipate and prescribe every item speci- 
fically. The principle here contended for is moreover admitted in rules 78 
and 79 of order 398 as to admiralty actions. The framers of the new scale 
appear to have deliberately refrained from guarding against the hardship 
to which their attention was directed by the council, arising in cases 
in which a plaintiff sues for a larger sum than he recovers. In such cases 
the plaintiff's solicitor 1s, on a taxation of his costs, as between solicitor 
and client, limited to the scale applicable to the smaller sum recovered, 
although he may have followed the express instructions of his client in 
claiming the larger sum. This injustice is made the more glaring by the 
fact that the court fees are nevertheless to be paid on the scale applicable 
to the larger sum. It should be borne in mind that the question of pro- 
fessional remuneration is one of public, and not solely of professional 
interest. The public are not benefited by cutting down the costs of liti- 
gation to such an unremunerative level as to lead to inefficiency. It was 
quite reasonable and consistent, when the county courts were first 
established as mere small debt courts, to frame the procedure and allow- 
ances so as to induce parties to conduct their own cases, and to regard 
professional assistance as a luxury and nota necessity. But all this has 
been changed. The extended jurisdiction brings into the county court 
cases which necessarily require professional aid, and the remuneration 
should be such as to encourage competent solicitors of good standing to 
practise in the courts. This is desirable in the public interest. It would 
seem, however, that the authorities who are responsible for the scales of 
costs have never thoroughly emancipated themselves from the idea which 
influenced, and properly influenced, the framing of the original county 
court scale. This is, perhaps, to some extent attributable to the peculiar 
constitution of the rule-making authority. That authority includes in 
effect the Lord Chancellor, five judges of the Supreme Vourt, and five 
county court judges. It is obvious that the five county court judges, 
engaged as they are almost continuously in their several and widely 
scattered districts, can have but scant opportunity for meeting or for 
considering such matters of detail as are involved in settling a scale of 
costs, nor by their training as members of the bar have they any real 
qualification for such a task. The latter observation applies with even 
greater force to the Lord Chancellor and the Supreme Court judges, who 
have practically no acquaintance with the subject. The committee are 
strongly of opinion that the duty of framing scales of costs in county 
courts should be transferred to a new authority, constituted on the prin- 
ciple of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, care being taken that the 
authority shall include solicitors having practical experience in county 
court business. It may not be out of place here to remark that the 
opportunity of bringing forward this and other points in which legislation 
is required to remove existing evils in county court matters, which it was 
hoped would have been afforded in 1888, was lost owing to the Lord Chan- 
cellor having intimated that the Bill of that session was to be confined to 
consolidation of the previous Acts and that amendments would not be 
allowed. It is true that in the passage of the Bill through Parliament 
some amendments were at a somewhat late stage introduced, but they are 
by no means all that are necessary, and the committee think it well to re- 
cord the fact now, so that the earliest opportunity may be taken of 
obtaining an amending Act, and that the attempt to do so may not be 
met by the plea of any recent Parliamentary settlement of the question. 
General remarks.—The committee have thought it best to limit this report 
to observations indic wting the general character and effect of the present 
revision of rules and scales of costs. It would be easy to recapitulate the 
various amendments which have been suggested by the council and by 
provincial law societies, but which have been again ignored by the 
authorities. It appears, however, to the committee that to do so would be 
to unnecessarily elaborate this report, especially at the present time, when 
no immediate further revision of the rules or scales of costs can be ex- 
pected, and when the future of our whole judicial system is under con- 
sideration. It is possible that the attention which is now being given to 
the subject of legal procedure, both within and without the profession, 
may result in a further extension of the county court jurisdiction, or even 
in the county courts becoming branches of the High Court, as now pro- 


regards what may be termed High Court business ought to take place, to- 
gether with a corresponding alteration in the scales of costs. The 
committee, therefore, think that the council should now confine its action, 
pending the result of the present inquiries, to recording its opinion that the 
new rules and scales of costs are inadequate, and to transmitting a copy of 
this report tothe Lord Chancellor, the Rule Committee of Judges, the pro- 
vincial law societies, and the legal press. 





LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


In pursuance of the resolution at the adjourned annual general 
meeting held on July 15, 1881, to the effect that it was desirable that special 
general meetings should be held in January and April; a special general 
meeting of the members of the society will be held in the hall of the 
society on Friday, April 29 next, at 2 p.m. precisely. 

It would be very convenient, having regard to the date of Easter this 
year, if members who desire to move resolutions or to ask questions would 
give notice of them to the secretary on or before April 5, as it will be 
necessary to include them in the notice convening the meeting. 





LAW UNION AND CROWN FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


The annual meeting of this company was held at Chancery-lane on the 
16th inst., Mr. James Cuppon presiding. 

The directors’ report states that in the fire department new insurances 
were effected for a total sum of £8,693,445, yielding in new premiums the 
sum of £11,633 17s. 6d. 

In the life department during the same period 515 polices were effected, 
insuring £573,785, the new premiums received thereon amounting to 
£17,579 1s. 5d., of which £111,550 was re-assured, the premiums thereon 
being £2,480 17s. 3d. The above amount of new life assurances is the 
largest effected with the company in any year during its history, and 
exceeds by more than £200,000 the total of last year, which was the largest 
on record up to that date. 

Eighteen life annuities for £1,133 19s. 10d. per annum were granted, the 
purchase-money for which amvunted to £11,357 7s. 9d., and one survivor- 
ship annuity was also granted at a single premium of £154. Twenty-three 
annuities for £2,313 19s. 4d. per annum became void by death during the 


ear. 

The claims under life and endowment policies, including bonus additions, 
were £44,855 15s. 7d. 

The assets of the life department increased during the year by the sum 
of £40,147 17s. 

The total amount of losses by fire, paid and outstanding on the 30th of 
November, was £20,539 15s. 8d. (being under 38 per cent. of the premium 
income) as against £18,068 19s. 8d. in the previous year. 

The average rate of interest realized on the assets of the company is 
£4 3s. 6d. per cent. 

The directors are glad that the negotiations for amalgamation with the 
Crown Life Office were brought to a speedy and successful issue by the 
confirmation of the amalgamation, on the 16th of January last, by the 
Chancery Division of her Majesty's _— Court of Justice. The _ 
sentatives of the Crown Life Office are ing the necessary steps for - 
ment to the shareholders therein of the agreed number of shares in this 
company, and amounts of debenture stock, in exchange for their ‘‘ Crown "’ 
shares. These new shares will rank for dividend from the 15th of January 
last. The amalgamation is as yet too recent for the directors to be able to 
pronounce a definite opinion as to its influence upon the company’s 
business; but, so far as they are able to judge, they have every reason to 
anticipate that their favourable expectations in this respect will be more 
than realized. 

The directors record with deep t the death of Mr. Theodore Water- 
house, who for twenty-four years filled the office of shareholders’ auditor. 
An extraordinary general meeting was held for the purpose of filling the 
vacant position, and Mr. Richard Lake Harrison, solicitor, of No. 1, New- 
court, Lincoln’s-inn, was unanimously elected thereto. 





EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of the above company was held on the 15th 
inst. at the office, Mr. Joun M. Cranon presiding. 

The report presented skewed that the new sums assured have amounted 
to £665,761, of which £33,136 has been re-assured, and the new premiums 
have amounted to £26,464 18s. 1d., of which £632 13s. 6d. has been paid 
away for re-assurances. The amount retained is, therefore, £25,782 5s. Sd... 
of which £23,394 11s. 3d. are renewable premiunis. The total premium 
income of the year was £199,983 3s. Td., as against £187,880 19s. 4d. in 
1890. ‘The gross amount of assurances in force at the end of the yoar was 
£7,078,111 16s., of which £948,215 was re-assured, and the net premium 
income was £195,025 17s, Td. 

The claims by death have amounted to £158,722 12s. Sd., one endow- 
ment claim of £1,000 having been paid. This is somewhat under the ex- 
pected amount. Of the claims, about £8,000 is due to influenza. 

Fifteen annuitants have died during the year, the amount of annuity 
depending thereon being £1,066 2s. 10d. 

he amount of the funds at the end of the year was £2,426,662 Ils. Td, 





pene by the Associated Chambers of Commerce. If such changes should 
» made, a complete recasting of the procedure of the county courts as 


shewing an morease during the of £83,668 12s, 5d, 
The society's funds, excluding reversions, outstanding premiums and 
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interest, and cash at bank, are producing an average rate of interest of 
£4 3s. per cent. per annum. 

The Cuareman having moved the adoption of the report, 

Mr. Rosrns seconded the motion, and the report was adopted. 

The Cuareman said that Messrs. Ingram, Saunders, and Walmisley were 
the retiring directors, and perhaps some shareholders would move their re- 
election en bloc. 

Mr. Botiock then moved, and Mr. Kiscxn seconded, the re-election of 
the gentlemen named. The motion was agreed to. 

The Cuarrman said he had now a motion to bring before them which 
gave him very great pleasure, it was that Sir Walter Phillimore should be 
elected in the place of Mr. Raikes. He was the only shareholder who had 
given the necessary notice, and therefore there would be no contest. 

Mr. Rosrns seconded the motion, and said that, as the oldest director, 
he might venture to say that he believed he sat at the board with Sir 
Walter’s father and grandfather. He had very great pleasure indeed in 
seconding his nomination. 

The motion having been carried, the auditors were reappointed, on the 
motion of Mr. Paton. 





SOCIETY OF CITY AND BOROUGH CLERKS OF THE PEACE. 


A meeting of the clerks of the peace of cities and boroughs of England 
and Wales was held in London recently, at which it was resolved that a 
society, to be called ‘‘The Society of City and Borough Clerks of the 
Peace,’”’ be formed. The objects of the society are—to promote the due 
administration of justice ; securing unanimity of practice in the courts 
of quarter sessions; affording mutual assistance in matters of difficulty: 
watching contemplated legislation ; and promoting any desirable amend- 
ment of the law. The following gentlemen were elected the first officers 
of the society :—Chairman: Mr. Samuel G. Johnson, clerk of the peace, 
Nottingham ; treasurer: Mr. Joseph Binney, clerk of the peace, Sheffield ; 
honorary secretary: Mr. Francis Ogden, clerk of the peace, Manchester : 
committee : the clerks of the peace of the following towns—Birkenhead 
(Mr. Alfred Gill), Bristol (Mr. F. F. Cartwright), Croydon (Mr. C. M. 
Elborough), Hythe (Mr. R. M. Sidle), Norwich (Mr. J. Wilson Gilbert), 
Walsall (Mr. W. H. Duignan), Wolverhampton (Mr. Horatio Brevitt). 








LEGAL NEWS. 
CITANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DissoLvuTions. 
Tuomas Putturrs and James Puriurs, solicitors, Pontypridd. Dec. 31, 
1 


Rosert Antucex Reap, jun., and Artuur Deverevx Cripps, solicitors 
(Read & Cripps), 45, Parliament-street, Westminster. March 14. 

[ Gazette, March 18. 
INFORMATION WANTED. 

Samvet Cook Wattacz, late of Bournemouth, gentleman, deceased.— 
Any solicitor or other person who has prepared a will for the above, and 
any person or persons who witnessed the execution of any will made by 
him, are requested to communicate with E. J. Q. Macas, 16, Hanover- 
square, W., Solicitor. 

GENERAL. 

On the 18th inst. Mr. James Green (of the firm of Messrs. Weatherall & 
Green, auctioneers) offered the Farringdon Market for sale at the Mart, 
‘okenhouse-yard. There was a very large attendance. The property, 
which is freehold, and covers an area of nearly an acre and three-quarters, 
was acquired by the Corporation of the City of London in 1824 under an 
Act of Parliament. {[t has an area of 75,000 superficial feet, and it was 
acquired by the Corporation at a cost of £250,000. The property was sold 
for £98,100 to Messrs. Charles & Tubbs, of Gresham-street, on behalf of 
a client. 

In Graham ¥. McReynolds (says the Albany Law Journal), a recent action 
for seduction in the Supreme Court of Tennessee, plaintiff’s attendant, an 
illiterate coloured woman, testified that plaintiff told her that the child’s 
father was dead, and her deposition, taken by defendant a year before the 
trial, but introduced by plaintiff, contained the words ‘‘ One’s dady done 
it,”’ in answer to a question as to who the child’s father was, it was held 
competent to shew by defendant’s counsel, who was present, that she 
— ** The one’s dead that done it,”’ and that the mistake was clerizal. 

is reminds one of a Rensselaer county story about a justice of the peace 
who issued a body execution, and, his handwriting being very obscure, the 
constable intrusted with it read the word ‘‘ body’ in the direction, “‘ and 
in default thereof you will take his body,” as if it was ‘‘ daddy,” and 
proceeded to arrest the defendant’s father. 

The Times says that-a new Great Seal for Ireland has just been com- 
pleted by Mr. Allan Wyon, Chief Engraver of her Majesty’s Seals, to take 
the place of the seal designed on the accession of the Queen, which is 
now worn out. The new seal is an exact replica of its predecessor and is 
similar in all respects to the Great Seal of England, save that in the 
exergue a harp with shamrock leaves takes the place of the trident head 
and ys ot oak, which form the distinctive mark of the English seal. 
For the benefit uf those who are not familiar with State seals or their im- 
| eng it may be explained that, inasmuch as, like coins, they have two 

ves, the ‘‘seal’’ and ‘‘ counterseal,”’ they are necessarily made in two 
parte, which are presed together with the wax between. The material is 
silver, and the weight of the whole about 15lb. The diameter of the im- 
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It is interesting to observe, as illustrating the much greater frequency with 
which the seal of England is used, as compared with the Irish, that, 
whereas the latter has withstood the wear of fifty-four years, the English 
seal has already been twice renewed in the present reign, once in January, 
1860, and again in August, 1878. A discarded seal, on being defaced, 
becomes the perquisite of the Lord Chancellor. 

A writer in Chambers’ Journal on *‘The Royal Assent ’’ mentions a 
curious instance of the Royal Assent having been given to a Bill by 
mistake. Such an occurrence is recorded as having taken place in 1844, 
when one of two railway Bills, which had not passed through all its stages 
in the House of Lords, received in error the assent intended for the Bill in 
which all the formalities had been complied with. This singular oversight 
necessitated the passing of a special Act in order to rectify matters. 
The writer also remarks that it may not be generally known that in 1876, 
when the Queen was about to visit the Continent, some doubts were ex- 
pressed whether she could legally give her assent to Bills by commission 
during her absence. No case could be found in which the assent had been 
so given; but it was discovered that, in the reign of William and Mary, 
this contingency had been provided for by enacting that ‘‘ nothing should 
be taken to exclude or debar his Majesty from the exercise of any act or 
Royal power, but that every such act should be as good and effectual 
as if his Majesty was within the realm.’’ Her Majesty was advised, 
therefore, that she would be able to give her assent to Bills while absent 
from the realm. Accordingly several Bills received the Queen’s assent 
under these circumstances. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Registrars 1n ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Appeat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
—_ No. 2. Cutty. Norrtu. 
Monday, March ........ 28 Mr. Pugh Mr. Leach Mr. Clowes 
| Sree 29 Beal Godfrey Jackson 
Wednesday ..... oe |) Pugh Leach Clowes 
Thursday ........ 31 Beal Godfrey Jackson 
Friday, April ry Pugh Leach Clowes 
BRGUTGRT cecccevcecovesseneesess 2 Beal Godfrey Jackson 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Srievine. KEeKEWICH. RoMeER. 
Monday, March ............... 28 Mr. Lavie Mr. Farmer Mr. Pemberton 
Tuesday... 2 Carrington Rolt Wa: 
Lavie Farmer Pemberton 
Carrington Rolt Ward 
Lavie Farmer Pemberten 
Carrington Rolt Ward 





WARNING TO INTENDING House Purcuasers & Lessees.—Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sani’ arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological Office, Victoria-st., 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.—[Apvv.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 

American BoGuzeap Co, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the Hon John 
Augustus de Grey, 6, Crown Office row, Temple. Dixon & Co, solors for liquidator 

AusTRALASIAN Lanp, Finance, anp Acency Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or 
before April 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Charles Stewart Culley, 12, Penshurst rd, South Hackney 

Buoyancy Suppiy Syxpicate, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 2, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Mather and Mon Hayes Woolley, care of Messrs Parkinson & Co, 8, King st, Man- 
chester. Tatham & Co, Queen Victoria st. solors for liquidators 

C. pe Murgieta & Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 15, directed to be 
heard on April 2. Linklater & Co, Bond ct, Walbrook, solors for petners. Notice of 
oens must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
April 1 

Coxpy’s Wurre Leap Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to Herbert James 
Pratt, 9, Old Jewry chmbrs. G. & W. Webb, Austinfriars, solors for liquidator 

Dasvuse Cotuigrizs anp Minerais Co, Limirep- By an order made by Chitty, J., dated 
March 12, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. 
Broughton & Co, Gt Marlborough st, solors for petner 

K»ysna Mixes, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Sampson Prince and 
Walter Cecil Stronge, 16, Holborn viaduct. Hollams & Co, Mincing lane, solors for the 
liquidators 

Loxpos axp CoytixestaL Coat anv Supping Co, Lamrrep—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented March 15, directed to be heard before Stirling, J.,on March 26. Hextall, King 
st, Cheapside, agent for Jones & Co, Cardiff, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 26 

Srortinc Wire Newsrarer Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 27, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Carr, Regent st, Barnsley. Rideal, Barnsley, solor for liquidator 

Vaat Travixe Co, Linirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 16, directed to be 
heard on March 26. Rawlins, Walbrook, solor for ing creditors. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 25 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTEep 1s CHANCERY. ; 
Free twoop Sav Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 23, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Forshaw & Haw- 
kins, 5, Castle st, Liverpool, solors for liquidator 
Loxvox Wurre Leap Mawxvuvactunine Co, Lanrrev—By an order made by Chitty, J., 
dated March 12, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be con- 
tinued. Stuart, New inn chmbrs, Wren st, Strand, solor for petner 
Powrsoy Srauv Avromaric Dusavery Uo, Liavrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 
17, directed to be heard on Saturday, April 2, Bavidge & Southern, Gracechurch st, 





pression is 6jin., which is larger than the seal of any previoue Sovercign. 


solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not luter than 6 
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Tres Herron Coat Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 4, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Brown, Finkle 
chbrs, Stockton on Tees 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Frrenp-1N-NEED Friexpiy Society, Gwyn Arms Inn, Alltwen, Glamorgan March 17 
Frienpiy Socrery, Club Room, Winterborne Earls, ra Wilts March 17 
Goop Ixtrent Society, Pittington, Durham March 1 
Royat Ausert Lope Branch of the Loyal Order of Ancient Shepherds, | Ashton Unity, 
Ebbw Vale, Monmouth March 19 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 11. 
Bippotrpx, Joux, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. April 11. Biddolph v Biddolph, 
Registrar, Manchester. Bullock & Worthington, Manchester 


Sur, ALBERT, West Kirby, Licensed Victualler. April 4. Hands v Andrews, Keke- 
wich, J. Williamson, Liverpool 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 11. 
Autesx, Wit.1am, Chipping Norton, Oxon, retired Innkeeper April 30 Wilkins, Chipping 
Yorton 


2 


Anprews, Epwarp, Norfolk st, Strand, Gent April19 Andrews & Co, Weymouth 
Asu, Faeperick, King’s Norton, Wores,Gent April 23 Westwood, Birmingham 


Barrett, Henry, Harrington rd, South Kensington, Mineral Water Manufacturer April 
3 Jerome & Co, Basinghall st : 
Bayyes, Ricuarp, Preston, Provision Dealer April 16 Forshaw & Parkes, Preston 


Bett, Danret, Eastbourne, Gent April 30 Hillman, Lewes 

Berroy, Mary, Weston super Mare April 30 Baker & Co, Weston super Mare 
Brow, Susannau, Blackheath, Kent April 16 Bristow, Greenwich 

BoarpMAN, Witti1am Hutt, Chelmsford, Gent April 30 Preston, Stratford 


Brirrex, Daniet, Hanover ter, Regent’s pk, Esq April18 Rickards & Sons, Crown ct, 
1d Broad st j \ 
Buntine, Evizasetu, Brighton April 14 Goodall, Nottingham 


Burr, Axne Marcarerra, Eaton pl April15 Barlow & James, Lime st 

Burrows, Fravxcis, Beeston, Notts, Farmer May7 Turner & Burrows, Nottingham 

Burrows, Henry Wiiwiam, Rochester, Canon of Rochester Cathedral April 14 Rad- 
cliffes & Co, Craven st, Charing cross ‘ ; 

CaupEecort, Epwry, Eastbourne, Esq April 30 Bannister, Basinghall st 

Cuurros, Carotine, Morannedd Rhyl, Flint April 23 Westwood, Birmingham 


Crarp, Evizasetx, Paragon rd, Hackney March 31 Forbes, London st, Fench urch st 
and Bow rd 
CLaripGe, Epwarp, King’s corner, Bull’s lane, East Finchley, retired Licensed Victualler 
d April 9 Hammond & Richards, Furnival’s inn 
Cocxcrort, ABRAHAM, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, Fustian Manufacturer May 10 Sutcliffes, 
Hebden Bridge 
Compe, Marcarer Hewat, Ewelme rd, Forest Hill April 10 Want & Co, Victoria st, 
estminster 
Crappock, ALFrep Wiiiiam, Rochester row, Westminster April 12 Yeilding & Co, 
Vincent sq, Westminster 
DryLanp, Tuomas, Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st April 25 Bridgman & Willcocks, 
College hill, Cannon st 
Exe.sy, Ann, Harrogate Aprilll Hirst & Capes, Harrogate 
FaircLoven, Tuomas Morrison, Christian st, Mile End, Carman April 22 Stones & Co 
‘insbury circus 





Fisner, Georce, Hutton, nr Brentwood, Essex,Farmer Aprili4 E F & H Landon, New 
Broad st, and Brentwood 

Frayce, Frayx, Bolton, Engineer May 2 Watkins & Son, Bolton 

Francis, Saran, Claygate, Surrey April 11 Chappell & Griffiths, Golden sq 

Geen, Wanteas James, Rochester, Licensed Victualler April 1 Hayward & Smith, 


Goocn, Tang: whe Henry, Hoddesdon, Herts, Esq April 4 Blake & Heseltine, Serjeants’ 
inn, 
Gunes, Janes Holland pk, Kensington, Esq April 15 Hopwood & Son, South sq, 
inn 


ray’s 
Graixcer, CHarLes Garston, Almeida st, Upper st, Islington, Esq April 11 Simpson & 
te st 


, Moorga 

Grove, Jutia Exizaseru Cuaryy, Mere, Wilts Apri4 Fulton & Pye Smith, Salisbury 

Haccer, Esruer, Gt Shelford, Cambs Apr 20 Ellison & Burrows, Cambridge 

Has a apriek ee Ams, Ferpin 4 Care., Nantoer, Abergavenny, Mon, Esq Mar 30 Gabb 

alford, Abergavenn 

Hansu vera Wicetty Ba RicuHarp a Abergavenny, Mon, Esq Mar 30 Gabb & Wal- 

Harper, EvizaBetu, High rd, Chiswick April9 Fowle, High rd, Chiswick 

Hawkes, Hesry, Moseley, Wores, J.P. April13 Weekes & Co, Birmingham 

Heywoop, Ayxxe Sornia, Elsham rd, Kensington AprilS Shaen & Co, Bedford row 

Hi.sexorr, Hermann, Fowke’s bldgs, Gt Tower st, Merchant April 22 Stibbard & Co, 
Leadenhall st 


JAMES, he moa Fisner, Kempsey, nr Worcester, Gent April 23 Westwood, Bir- 
mingham 

Jaques, Wituiam Epwarp, Earlsfield B ns Wandsworth common, Tramway Manager 
April9 Hindson & Co, Moorgate 

Kemrsrer, Maria Evizanets, Bonch moh rd, Notting hill Aprilil Williamson & Co, 
Sherborne lane, King William st 

LANG, JAmMEs, Ludlow, Salop, Draper April9 Thacker & Co, Cheadle, Stoke on Trent 

Leicester, Tuomas, Sunderland Gent May1 Bartley & Bird, Liverpool 

Moryay, Ricuarp, Small Heath, nr nen gm formerly Scale Beam Manufacturer 

April15 Wri ht & Marshall, Birmingham 

Mv a RADLEY, Ruskin rd, Tottenham, retired Jeweller April2 Twynam, 

Stafford 


mee Kirkby Thore, Westmoreland, Esq April 15 Soames & Co, Lincoln's 
inn fi 


Orrex, Gzorce Pur, Much Hadham, Herts, Clerk in Holy Orders April 15 Wickings 
Smith & & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Quix, Hennrerra Wyxetta, Cheltenham April 11 Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st 

RoceErs, Soputa, Maidenhead, Berks April18 Poyser, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Saxton, Mary, Withington, Manchester April1 Sutton & Co, Manchester 


Sawyer, Cuaries, Heywood, Bain, Lieut.-Gen. in the Army April 21. Nicholson & 
Patterson, Parliament st 

Scuorig.p, Rosert, Radcliffe, Lancs, Machine Broker May 1 Horrocks, Radcliffe 

Suearu, Sasanene, Ryde, lof W April16 Bailey, junr, Newport, I of W 

Suepvey, CuarLes, Heaton Moor, nrManchester April 23 Lawson & Co, Manchester 

Soay, Exiza, Maidenhead April 18 Poyser, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

TATTERSALL, Georce, Farnworth, nr Widnes, Gent April 30 Holden & Holden, Bolton 

Trus.tove, Henry Cranmer, Birmingham, Music Seller April 14 Perry, Birmingham 

Turner, Tuomas, Romford rd, Gent April 9 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Wat “i MARGARET, Guage terrace, Trafalgar rd, Old Kent rd April 14 Hubbard & 


‘o, Cannon st 
WwW rao, PRADERICK Christ church rd, Streatham hill, Brixton, Gent Aprill4 Hubbard & 
on 
Weon, Strruzx F Francis, Eaton terrace, St John’s Wood, Esq Aprilis Budd & Co, 
o 


West, Emity, Queen’s rd, Dalston May 10 Guillaume & Sons, Salisbury sq 
Wixp, Mary Exizasern, St Leonards, Sussex April 30 Bateson & Co, Liverpool 
Wiipmay, Axx, Leamington April 23 Handley & Co, Warwick 

Wrsstoz, Axxe, Topsham, Devon April 22 Buckingham & Son, Exeter 


| Woots, Saran, Fareham, Hants April9 Goble & Warner, Fareham 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Mar. 18. 


Pet Marchi4 Ord 


Humpureys, Jou, Lee Fly Proprietor Brighton } Tittey, Wittiam CHApMAN, jun, Soave, Lp sient, 


Baker Canterbury Pet March 15 Ord 


| Hur, Jonn Henry, Pac ll Wores, late Innkeeper | Tnicker, Ricnarp, Haverhill, Suffolk, Grocer Cambridge 


RECEIVING ORDERS Stourbridge Pet March 12 Ord March 12 Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
oy: + ’ , Jaaccer, Samue., Halifax, Worsted Coens Manufacturer | Turnenx, James, Erith, Kent, |. ana Dealer Rochester 
Anprews, Joux, Wakeham, Portland, Dorset, Quarryman Halifax Pet March 15 Ord March 1 } March Ord March 


Dorchester Pet Mar5 Ord Mar 5 
Ayprews, Joscru, Gibbon rd, Nunhead, Stationer High 16 
Court Pet Feb 13 Ord Mar 15 
Avery, Mary Grisevpa, Ferncliffe rd, Dalston, Corset 


rd March 16 


Baker, James, Boston, Butcher Boston Pet Mar15 Ord 


14 
Jones, pam Bristol, Cabinet Maker Bristol Pet March bites ete ie —-, Geos Portsmouth Pet March 


KirewineMax, Fanny Etizaseru, Flush, Liversedge, | W ow... —— ‘Westcroft, Wryke, nr Bradford, Stuff 
- Yorks, Draper Dewsbury Pet March 15 Ord March 15 Finisher Bradford 

Manufacturer High Court Pet Feb 20 Ord Mar 15 Lees, Fraxcis Geraup, Acomb Park, nr York, Esq York | Wi.tiams, Frepertck Henry, Notti 
Pet March 3 Ord Mareh 16 


Pet March 15 Oni March 15 
ngham, Painter and 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 





Decorator Nottingham 
Mar 15 Lvscompr, Tuomas, Torre, Devon, Oil Man Exeter Pet | Witsox, Eowarp, Glusburn, Yorks, Stonemason Bradford 


Boocock, Epwarp Hansox, West Vale, nr Halifax, Joiner March 15 Ord March 15 
Halifax Pet Mar 15 Ord Mar 15 

Brapiey, Joux Tuomas, Moseley village, nr Wolverhamp- 
ton, Beerhouse Kee per Wolverhampton Pet Mar 14 15 Ord March 15 
Ord Mar 14 


, Marks, Aucusrus Henry, Longsight, Manchester, formerly 
Cotton Manufacturer’s Clerk Manchester Pet March 


Masoy, Joux, Quarry Bank, nr Brierley Hill, Staffs, 


Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
Woon, Srvart, Stoke upon Trent, late Manufacturer of 
Tiles Stoke upon Trent Pet March 15 Ord March 15 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Brown, CHARLES, sonnet, Grocer Portsmouth Pet Mar Brewer Stourbridge Pet Feb 18 Ord March 4 
15 Ord Mar 1 McCoy, James, Prescot, Lanes. late Provision Dealer ALEXANDER, Groner, Manchester, Produce Broker 
Brunron, Tuomas, "Filey, Yorks, Innkeeper Scarborough Liverpool Pet Feb 26 Ord March 14 March 25 at 3.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manches- 
Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar 14 Mitus, Epowuxp Witiiam, Chatham, Grocer Rochester ter 
Bucay, Joun Josevu, South Normanton, Derbyshire, Pet March 14 Ord March 14 | Axprews, Josnen, Gibbon rd, Nunhead, Stationer March 
_ Physician Derby Pet Mari4 Ord Mar 14 Mo.ynxeux, Taomas, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Buyer | 28 atl2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 
Coorrn, Joux Bucknau., Greenwich, formerly Mauager of Kingston upon Hull Pet March 14 Ord March 14 | Avisex, Tom, Huttons Ambo, Yorks, Farmer March 25 at 


a Railway Greenwich Ord Feb 19 

Danby, Henny, Stavordale rd, Holloway, Bath Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet Mar 15 Ord Mar 15 

Duysvoyx, Henry, East Brent, Somerset, Saddler Bridy- 14 Ord March 14 
water Pet Mar16 Ord Mar 16 

Greer, ALEXanper, and Joun Berry Warswrient, Man- 


Pet March 14 Ord March 


16 Ord Mar 16 
Grirvirus, Gnirvirn Lewis, Abergwynfi, nr Bridgend, Prraayx, Epwarp Dosrrr, 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar 14 


Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar 14 Burslem Pet March 16 


Nance, Jang, Fowey, Cornwall, Groc er Truro Pet March of 


Onseut, Roserr, Rosher rd, Stratford, Carman High 
Court Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
chester, Slipper Manufacturers Manchester Pet Mar | Osnorn, Wriu1aM, the elder, Ipswich, Whitesmith Ipswich | 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
Liverpool, Provision Dealer 
Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar 14 Liv 1 Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
Havertine, Freornicx, Red Lion st, Holborn, Purse , Porter, Evwarv Joun, Briton Ferry, Glam, Boot and Shoe 


Myers, Freperick, pe , aaa Agent Liverpool 11.30 George Hotel, Malton 


Reo, 4, Pavilion bidgs, 

| Bayyistsr, Groner Henry, Varner, Goedshill, Builder 
March 28 at 2.30 Holyrood chmbrs, Newport, I W 

Binxerr, Gronex, Townfoot, —< ~umbrid, Farmer 

arch 28 at 3 12, Lonsdale st, 

Bovocock, Epwarv Haysox, West Vale, = ’ Halifax, Joiner 
March 29 at 10.30 Off Ree, Halifax 

Brazenpats, Wiruutam Hewry, Chester, Grocer March 25 
at 12.15 Off Reo, Crypt chmbrs, Chester 


Baum, Geneen, Seaford, Sussex, Builder March 2) at 12 
Brighton 


Salesman Neath Pet March 11 Ord March 14 Buacy, Joux Josrru, South Normanton, Derbyshire, 
Hanoreaves, James, Macclesfield, Grocer Macclestield | Roninsox, Tuomas, Burslem, Statts, Licensed Victualler Ph 


ysician March 25 at4 Off Rec, St James's chmbrs, 


Ord March 16 Derby 


Hantow, Joux, Margate, Lodging house Keeper Canter- | Rusurorrn, Samun., Dewsbury, Bootmaker Dewsbury Burroverss, Farpxrrex, Royden, Norfolk, Miller March 


bury Pet Mar 16 Ord Mar 16 


Dealer Middlesborouzh Pet Mar 12 Ord Mar 12 | 
Hearon, James Barking rd, Canning ‘Town, Tailor High | Suseriey, James, Twiel 
Court Pet March 16 Ord March 16 








Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
Harrixoron, Huan Micuann, Middlesborough, Provision | Rurry, Joux C, Bloemfontein rd, Shepherd's Bush High | Cavox, Atrrep, Bi 
Court Pet Feb 9 Ord March 4 lati? Off Reo, 
m Common, Horse Dealer Cantuyix, Peter, Falmouth, 
Brentford Pet March 15 Ord March 15 or 
Horwour, Joux, Wotton under Edge, Glos Gloucester | Sxxuson & Puanr, Longton, Staffs, Earthenware Manu- | Cvaren, Tuomas, Ai y, Devon, 
Pet March 1 Ord March 1 facturers Longton Pet March 8 Ord March 16 | M 


Watizs 3, ag — oh 5 Vineaiter 
ent, Licensed Vict April 
eek “WMaidstone 


ineer March 26 at 11.90 


shreigne’ Merchant 
arch 26 at 11 OF Ben Oe Hsameek ot Nanton 


», Boscawen st, Truro 
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Daxrtox, Arrnur, late Caledonian rd, King’s Cross, Pro- | 


vision Dealer March 25 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Deas, Georce, Padiham, Lancs, Cotton Manufacturer | 
March 


28 at 2.30 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, 
Doz, Hexry, Ladbroke grove rd, Baker March 29 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Desstervitte, Maria Bevce, Delamere crsnt, Paddington, 
Widow March 29 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Eisxe, Euaa, Bury St Edmunds, Widow March 25 at 12 
36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Forp, ALrrep Narier, Regent’s pk ter, Doctor of Medicine 


| ALEXANDER, Georce, Manchester, Produce Broker Man- 


March 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


inn 
Fusseit,t, Hexry Joux Grees, Newport, Mon, Compositor 


March 26 at 12 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, | 


Newport, Mon 

GrirritHs, Cuartes Hveu, Scarborough, Jet Ornament 
Manufacturer March 26at11 Off Rec, 74, Newborough 
st, Scarborough 

HayTHorntawalire, Wiiv1im, Lancaster, Farmer April 8 
at3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 


Witsox, Epwarp, Glusburn, Yorks, Stonemason Mar 29 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Woop, Racuet, Prestatyn, nr Rhyl, Flints, Widow Mar 
25 at12 Off Rec, Crypt chmbrs, Chester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


chester Pet Feb 11 Ord Mar 15 

Awnprews, Joun, Wakeham, Portland, Dorset, Quarryman 
Dorchester Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 5 

Baxer, Georee, Seaford, Sussex, Builder Lewes and East- 
bourne Pet Maril Ord Mar 15 

Baker, JAMES, Boston, Butcher Boston Pet Mar15 Ord 
Mar 15 

3axrer, Bearrice <Awsira, Oldswinford, Stourbridge, 
Worcs, Corn Merchant Stourbridge Pet Marl Ord 
Mar 12 | 

Betiuouse, Epwarp Laronxe, Manchester, Engineer Man- 
chester Pet Mar 1 Ord Mar 16 





| Bexzon, Ervest, Regent st,Gent High Court Pet Jan 21 


Hossos, Joseru, Great Dockray, Penrith, Cumbrid, Hotel | 


Keeper March 28 at 12.30 12, Lonsdale st, Carlisle 


Huckxs, Cuaries, Brighton, Hotel Keeper Mar 25 at 12 | 
Off | 


ce. 4 Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Hempy, Joux Moore, Southampton, Photographer Mar 29 
at12 Off Rec, 4, East st, Southampton 
—_——— GrorGe Joun, Paternoster sq, Manager to Ford 
- Xo 


coln’s inn 

Jacoer, Samve., Halifax, Worsted Coating Manufacturer 
Mar 29 at11 Off Rec, Halifax 

Jones, Joun, Bristol, Cabinet Maker Mar30at1 Off Rec, 
Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

Kitsiysster, Witwiam, Chalford, Bisley, Glos, Bootmaker 
Mar 26 at11 Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 

Kise, Leorvip, Manchester, Cigar Manufacturer Mar 25 
at3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Laxp, Atrrep, West Ham lane, Stratford, Contractor 
Mar 31 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln's 


inn 

Luscompe, Tuomas, Torre, Devon, Oil Man Mar 2% at 

Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

MacWartry, Duscax, Liverpool, Colliery Proprietor Mar 
31 at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Marks, Avevstvs Henry, Longsight,JManchester, formerly 
Cotton Manufacturer's Clerk Mar 28 at 3.30 Ogden’s 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

McFar.taxe, Gzorce, Horbling, Lincs, Miller Mar 25 a 
12 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Metror, Tuomas Hewry, North End, South (Crosland, nr 
Huddersfield, Farmer Mar 26 at 11 Haigh & Sons, 
solicitors, New st, Huddersfield 

Mitts, Epucsp Wiiwiax, Chatham, Grocer Mar 31 a 
10.30 Off Rec, High st, Rochestex 

Moore, Avevstvs Marrtis, Strand, Editor of the Hawk 


+ 


Newspaper Mar 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey | , 


st, Lincoln’s inn 


| 


Mar 28 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st, Lin- 


Nance, Jane, Fowey, Cornwall, Grocer Mar 26 at 12.30 | 


Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro : 

Newsnoiue, Witiia™ James, Bradford, Merchant’s Travel 
ler Mar 30 at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

O’Cossor, Joux, Liverpool rd, Islington, Theatrical 
Manager Mar 30 at 12 Bankruptcy blidgs, Carey st, 
Lincoin’s inn 

Ossorx, Wri1am, the elder, Ipswich, Whitesmith Mar 25 
at 11.30 236, Princes st, Ipswich 

Patrex, Joszrn, Bloxwich, Staffs, Grocer 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Prrestizy, Jonxs Wittiam, and Freperi Ni 
Priester, Liversedge, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer 
Mar @at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Prrssect, Jonx Rucer, The Albany, Camberwell, Builder 
Mar #at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
inn 

Ricays, Hexny, Hingham, Norfolk, Miller Mar 26 at 12.30 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Roseets. Anruux Hexry, Lombard st, Financial Agent 
Mar 28 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
inn 

Rosertsox, C H, late Leadenhall st, Solicitor Mar % at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bldg, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Mar 2% at 11.30 


Rovat, Wiittam, Brewery rd, King’s Cross, Builder 
Mar 2 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln’~ 
mn 


Ryper, Janus, Abbey Hey, Gorton, nr Manchester, 
Batlder Mar 23 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Man- 
chester 

Serway. Ecizaseru, and Srcea WAY, 
Liverpool, Drapers Mar 2at2 Off Rec 
at, Liverpool 

Suanr, Gronae Janus, Gray 
tractor Mar at 12 
Lincoln’ « inn 

Saaw, Groner, Horsham, 
King’s Head, Horxhar 

Saavw, Groner. Barnby Dun, nr Doncaster, Farmer Mar 
Bats Off Rec, Piztree lane, Sheffield 

Sicey, Sauces, Bradford, Wilts, Hatter Mar ™ at 12 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

foot, Jawes, Bon Marche, Brixton, General lea \pr 
tat i.» Pillar Hall, Cannon «t Hotel 

Sreees. Janes, Bath, Commission Agent Mar iz 
Oit Ree, Bank chmbr«, Bristol 

Srepes, Saucer, Canonbury «1, Idington, Arti«t Ma 
at 2.0 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey «t, Lin 


Sr 


Walton, m 
5, Victoria 


t, Poplar, Carman and Con- 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Sussex, Builder Mar 9 at 


Tascuen, Ricuanv, Haverhill, Suffolk, Grocer Mar 2% at 
12 Off Kee, 5, Petty cury, Cambridg: 

Trcsenipor, Jons, Billericay, Eowex, Grocer Mar 2 at 
OM Rec, %, Temple chit 

Tonsen, Jauns, Erith, Kent lar ‘ 
16.40 Off Rec, High -t, ht 

Warkims, Janus, Merthyr T Ma 





12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydtil 
Wurrviry, Samvnt, Westert, Wyke, nr Bra 


Finisher Mar 2 atii Off Mec, 31, Manor row, Brad- 


fad 


| Booruny, Samver, Queen Victoria st, Mercantile Clerk 


Ord Mar 15 
Bevitt, Artuur, Romford, Essex, of no occupation | 
Chelmsford Pet Feb9 Ord Mar 12 
Biakemore, Hucu Henry, Birmingham, Manufacturing 
Jeweller Birmingham Pet Mar10 Ord Mar1l4 
Boocock, Epwarp Hanson, West Vale, nr Halifax, Joiner 
Halifax Pet Mar15 Ord Mar 15 


High Court Pet Feb3 Brd Mar 15 
BrazenDALe, WitiiaAmM Henry, Chester, Grocer Chester 
Pet Feb 29 Ord Mar 15 
BrickNeELL, Wiiiiam, Coventry, Grocer Coventry Pet 
Mar7 Ord Mar 16 
Brirrox, Jouxn James, South Stockton, Watchmaker 
Stockton on Tees Pet Feb 24 Ord Mar 12 
Brunton, Tuomas, Filey, Yorks, Innkeeper Scarborough 
Pet Mari4 Ord Mar 14 
Bresy, Joux Joseru, South Normanton, Derbyshire, Phy- 
sician Derby Pet Mari12 Ord Mar 14 
Cuetwrysp, Greorce, Newgate st, Clerk in Telegraph 
Department, G P O High Court Pet July 16, 1891 
Ord March 15 
Dreumuonp, Curisroruen, and Francis Drummonp, Hulme, 
Manchester, Shoe Manufacturers Manchester Pet 
Feb15 Ord Mar 14 
Emes, James, Dorchester, Draper Dorchester 
Ord Mar 16 
Facc, Emma Mary, Edgware rd, Mantle Dealer High 
Court Pet Feb 25 Ord Mar 16 
Forp, Atyrep Napier, Regent’s park ter, Doctor of Medi- 
cine High Court Pet Feb6 Ord Mar 15 
Frsseti, Hexry Jounx Gisss, Newport, Mon, Compositor 
Newport, Mon Pet Mari2 Ord Mar 14 
Goprrey, Eowis Georce, Honiton, Devon, Innkeeper 
Exeter Pet Feb2 Ord Mar 16 
Graincer, Thomas James Pirt, Ryde, I W, Ironmonger 
Newport and Ryde Pet Mar7 Ord Mar 15 
Gray, Georcr, Beaulieu Manor, Hants, Farmer South- 
ampton Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 14 
jREER, ALEXANDER, and Jous Berry Wainwricut, Man- 
chester, Slipper Manufacturers Manchester Pet Ma~ 
16 Ord Mar 16 
ritns, Guiverra Lewis, Abergwynfi, nr Bridgend, 
Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar 14 
Haseruine, Fraepericx, Red Lion st, Holborn, Purse 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Mari4 Ord Mar 14 
Harocreaves, James, Macclesfield, Grocer Marclestield 
Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar 16 
Har.ow, Joux, Margate, Lodging house Keeper Canter- 
bury Pet Mar15 Ord Mar 16 
Humenreys, Jony, Brighten, Fly Proprietor 
Pet Mari4 Ord Mar 14 
Kitsixsrer, Wittiam, Chalford, Bisley, Glos, Bootmaker 
Gloucester Pet Mar12 Ord Mar 16 
Kise, Levrotp, Manchester, Cigar Manufacturer Man- 
hester Pet Mar5 Ord Mar 14 
TCA tA Fans Evizasetu, Flush, Liversedge, 
Yorks, Draper Dewsbury Pet Mar15 Ord Mar 15 
Luscompe, Tuomas, Torre, Devon, Oilman Exeter Pet 
Mar15 Ord Mar 15 
n, Asuron, Bayley st, Tottenham ct rd, late Club Pro- 
pnetor High Court Pet Feb2 Ord Mar 16 | 
Mar Avoustrs Henry, Longsight, Manchester, formerly 
Cotton Manufacturer’s Clerk Manchester Pet Mar 15 
Ord Mar 15 
Maseox, Jous, Quarry Bank, nr Brierley Hill, Staffs, | 
Brewer Stourbridge Pet Feb18 Ord Mar 10 | 
McFar.tane, Georor, Horbling, Lincs, Miller Nottingham 
Pet Feb17 Ord Mar 16 
Minis, Eoucsp Wiriiam, Chatham, Grocer Rochester 
Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar 14 
Motyseux, Tuomas, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Buyer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar 14 | 
4 . Jane, Fowey, Cornwall, Grocer Truro Vet Mar 1z 
Ord Mar 14 | 
mor, Joun, Liverpool rd, Islington, Theatrical Mana- 


Pet Feb 17 






GFRir 


Brighton 





Ki 


(its 
ger High Court Pet Marii Ord Marl5 
Oxiven, Feepenick Frascis, Brighton, Upholsterer Brigh- | 
ton Pet Feb17 Ord Mar 16 | 
0 , Wiissam, the elder, Ipswich, Whi'esmith Ipswic | 
Pet Mar 14 Ord Mar 14 } 
Oxt Jons, Eastbourne, Greengrocer Eastbourne Pet 


Martz Ord Mar 15 

‘ j sav Dosren, Seacombe, Cheshire, Provision 

Dealer Liverpool Pet Maris Ord Mar 15 

Poysrer, Euwarp Jous, Briton Ferry, Glam, Boot Salestnan 
Neath Pet Mari4 Ord Mar 4 

Passer, Gronce, Tuomas, Hill st, Knightsbridge, Traveller 

High Court Pet Feb17 Ord Mar 15 


| 
Runtxsos, Tuomas, Burslem, Staff«, Licensed Victualler | 
Burslem Pet March 16 Ord March 16 | 
R YORT Sauun., Dewsbury, Boot Maker Dewsbury | 
Pet March 1 Ord March 14 
R Abbey Hey, Gorton, nr Manchester, Builder 
M sur Pet Feb W Ord March 16 
Seay s, Grovaset Aynoe.o, Fitzroy sy High Court 


Pet Oct 5, 1901 Ord March 1) 
My ees Jamue jath, Commission Agent Bath Pet | 
March 5 Ord March 16 


t 


Srepuens, Aveustus W, late Love lane High Court’ Pet 
Jan 23 Ord March 14 

Tittey, Witt1amM Cuapman, jun, Grove, Wickham, Kent, 
Baker Canterbury Pet March 14 Ord March 15 

Tricker, Ricwarp, Haverhill, Suffolk, Grocer Cambridge 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Tuner, James, Erith, Kent, General Dealer Rochester 
Pet March 12 Ord March 14 

Warpie, Henry, Gaythorn, Manchester, Builder Man. 
chester Pet Feb 26 Ord March 15 

Wuiraker, James, and Berry Wuhurraker, Hursted, 
Smallbridge, nr Rochdale, Coffee-house Keepers Old. 
ham Pet Feb 25 Ord March 2 

Wurre.ey, Samur., Westcroft, Wyke, nr Bradford, Stuff 
Finisher Bradford Pet March 14 Ord March 15 

Wiis, Frepertck Henry, Nottingham, Painter WNot- 
tingham Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

WI uiamson, Harry Masor Leckensy, Linthwaite, Yorks, 
Physician Huddersfield Pet March 1 Ord March 16 

Witsox, Epwarp, Glusburn, Yorks, Stonemason Bradford 
Pet Feb 11 Ord March 14 

Woop, Srvarr, Stoke upon Trent, Manufacturer of Tiles 
Stoke upon Trent Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Woopuams, Wittiam, Birmingham Licensed Victualler 
Birmingham Pet March9 Ord March 14 

London Gazette—Turspay, Mar. 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Avams, GeorGr, Peterborough, Licensed Victualler 
Peterborough Pet Mar17 Ord Mar 17 

Bai nsripGe, Joseru, Tollerton, Yorks, Farmer York Pet 
Mari9 Ord Mar 19 

Batpwick, Harry, Nottingham, Wholesale Provision 
Dealer Nottingham Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 

Banks, Henry, Eastbourne, Butcher Eastbourne Pet 
Mari7 Ord Mar 17 

Batsroxe, Witvtiam Stark, East Lambrook, Kingsbury 
Episcope, Somerset, Baker Yeovil Pet Mar 1 Ord 
Mar 19 

Brook, Cyrus, Bradford, formerly Worsted Manufacturer 
Halifax Pet Mar5 Ord Mar 17 

Browy, Nicuotras, Halifax, Worsted Coating Manufacturer 
Halifax Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 16 

Bursey, Arruvur Eomunp, and Wittiam Henry Jouxsoy, 
Kirkdale, Sydenham, Dealers in Fancy Goods Green- 
wich Pet Mar17 Ord Mar 17 

Cairns, Roperr Tuomas, Well st, Mare st, Hackney, 
Cabinet Maker High Court Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 1s 

Cotiins, Eowarv, Mardy, Glam, Butcher Pontypridd Pet 
Mari16 Ord Mar 16 

Coomper, CHARLES Freperick, Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet 
Mar19 Ord Mar 19 

Ex.is, Josnua, Wakefield, Innkeeper Wakefield Pet Mar 
18 Ord Mar 18 

Fox, Epwarp, Duke st, St. James’s High Court Pet Nov 
27 Ord Mar 1s 

FuNKENSZTEIN, Samue., Lanark villas, Maida Vale, lat 
Glass Merchant High Court: Pet Mar 17 Ord 
Mar 17 

Goost, Ropert Wuirrick, Norwich, Journeyman Coach- 
builder Norwich Pet Mar19 Ord Mar 19 

GossaceE, Tuomas, Balsall Heath, Worcs, Cabinet Manu- 
facturer Birmingham Pet Marl7 Ord Mar 17 

Haxxs, Tnomas, Bath, Pork Butcher Bath Pet Mar 17 
Ord Mar 17 

Harpe, Cuarves, Haverstock hill, Hampstead, Draper 
High Court Pet Mar18 Ord Mar 1s 

Harpixnc, Wititiam, Greete, Salop, Blacksmith Kidder- 
minster Pet Mar17 Ord Mar 17 

Harpixne, Wittiam Toreiserox, Drayton grdns, South 
Kensington High Court Pet Mar2 Ord Mar Is 

Haywoop, Atrrep, Lombard ct, Financial Ageat High 
Court Pet Dec 15 Ord Mar 4 

Hivver, Cuarves Freperick, late Holborn Viaduct, Min- 
ing Company’s Agent High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord 
Mar 18 

Juz, Wiitiam Taytor, Leicester, Monumental Mason 
Leicester Pet Mar16 Ord Mar 16 

Jewkes, Josevn Hotwiss, Dudley, Fender Manufacturer 
Dudley Pet Mari2 Ord Mav 16 

Lane, Parrick, Batley, Yorks, Restaurant Keeper Dews- 
bury Pet Mari17 Ord Mar 17 


| Linpsay, Micn AEL, Stockton on Tees, Plater Stockton on 


Tees Pet Maris Ord Mar 1s 

Mauix, Grorce, Yelvertoft, Northamptonshire, CGrazier 
Coventry Pet Mar17 Ord Mar 1i 

Morvey, Jou, Birmingham, Glass Merchant Birmingham 
Pet Mar17 Ord Mar 17 

Moss, WittiamM Jounson, late of Farringdon st, Publican 
High Court Pet Feb 20 Ord March 19 


| Openaur, Wititam, Carlisle, Watchmaker Carlisle Pet 


March 17. Ord March 17 

Ossorst, James, late of Bournemouth, Doctor of Medicine 
Poole Pet Marchs Ord March 18 

Pansons, Henny, Penzance, Grocer Truro Pet March 15 
Ord March 19 

Pussies, W J, Kidderminster, Provision Merchant Kid- 
derminster Vet Feb 26 Ord March 12 


Prommen, Haney, Weymouth. Provision Merchant Dor- 
chester Pet March 18 Ord March 1 
Puce, Joux Conrence, Rugby, Licensed Victualler 


Coventry Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Pyovs, Wittiam, Wisbech, Cagnbs, Pedlar Kiog’s Lynn 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Raiscock, Hanny, Newcastle on ‘Tyn Ship Surveyor 
Newcastle on Tyne Vet March 1) Ord March 19 

Kipper, Joux, St Helens, Contiactor Liverpool Pet 
March 18 Ord March 1% 

Rontsson, Joseru, West Bromwich, out of business, lately 
Beer Retailer West Bromwich Pet March 17 Ord 
March 17 


Rooren, Hesny Grosren Bosxvoy, Sutherland place 
Kecleston sq, Gent High Court Pet March 1 Ore 
March 17 

| Svpamony, Josern, Bedminster, Bristol, Grocer Bristol 


Pet March 2 Ord March 1s 

Bueatca, Avourn, Great St Helen's, Commission Merchant 
High Court Pet Feb Ord March 17 

sow, Jonun, Leicester, late Licensed Victualler Leicester 
Pet March 4 Ord March 17 
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Srearn, Witi1am Ricuarp, Palmer’s Green, Baker 
Edmonton Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

SrinweLLt, Witt1am Arruur, Bolton rd, Chiswick, late | 
Brewer’s Manager Brentford Pet "March 17° Ord 
March 17 


19 Ord March 17 

Tuornton, Micuaet, Maidstone, Baker 
March7 Ord March 18 

Vero, Witiiam, jun,and Eomunp Tuomas MItier Bestey, 
Union st, Southwark, Helmet Manufacturers High 
Court Pet March18 Orl March 18 


Maidstone Pet 


Warson, Peter Bramuey, Nottingham, Commission Agent 


Nottingham Pet March19 Ord March 19 
Weis, Joun Tuomas Woopwarps, 


Farmer Hertford Pet March16 Ord March 16 


West, Joun Hersert, and Wittiam Bray, Blackfriars rd, | 


Grocers’ Sundrymen High Court Pet March18 Ord 
March 18 

Wueever, Georce, and Harry Bunce, 
Shoe Manufacturers Aylesbury Pet March 5 Ord 
March 17 

Woop, Tuomas, Leicester, Grocor Leicester Pet March 19 
Ord March 19 

Woopnouse, ARTHUR, 
Farmer Barnsley 

Wrieut, AtFrep ELiineton, 
March 18 Ord March 18 

The following amended notice is substituted for that 

published in the London Gazette, March 15 :— 

FurTWANGLER, Francis Apoipn, Neath, Glam, Watch- 
maker and Jeweller Neath Pet March 11 Ord 
March 11 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Lyon, N. J., Windsor Barracks, Berks, Lieutenant Grena- 
dier Guards High Court Rec Feb 10 Rese March 14 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apams, JxorGe, Peterborough, Licensed Victualler March 
31 at 12.30 Law Courts, New rd, Peterborough 
Awyprews, Joux, Wakeham, Portland, Dorset, Quarryman 
March 30 at 12.30 Off Rec, Salisbury 
Avery, Mary Grisevpa, Ferncliffe rd, Dalston, Corset 
Manufacturer April 1 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 
st, Lincoln’s inn 
BarinsnivGe, Josern, Tollerton, Yorks, Farmer 
at 11.30 Off Rec, York 
Bennett, WALTER, Stroud, Glos, Carpenter March 29 at 3 
Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 
Brapiey, Joun Tuomas, Moseley Village, nr Wolverhamp- 
ton, Beerhouse Keeper April 4 at 11 Off Rec, Wolver- 
hampton 
BrickNeELL, Witiiam, Coventry, 
Off Rec, Coventry 
Brook, Cyrus, Bradford, formerly Worsted Manufacturer 
March 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, Halifax 
Brown, Nicnowas, Halifax, Worsted Coating Manufacturer 
March 30 at11 Off Rec, Halifax 
Brunton, Tuomas, Filey, Yorks, Innkeeper March 31 at 
11 Off Rec, 74, Newborough st, Searborough 
Cuarttox, Epwarp Raw.uines, The Pavement, West Green 
rd, Tottenham, China Dealer March 29 at 12 Off Rec, 
95, Temple chbrs, Temple avenue 
Cuiswe.., Joun, Birmingham, Publican 
25, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Cocks, Frepverick, Barry, Glam, Builder Mar 3lat3 Off 
Ree, 29, Queen st, ( ‘ardiff 
Coombe, CHARLES FREDERI K, Exeter, Baker Apr 2 at 11 
Off Rec, 13, Bedford cir, Exeter 
Darsy, Henry, Stavordale rd, Holloway, Bath Manu- 
facturer Apr 1 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Dunninc, Cuarves, and Atpert Louis Dunytixe, Fulham 
rd, Builders Apr 1 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 
st, Lincoln’s inn 
Dunston, Henry, East Brent, Somerset, Saddler 
at11 Bristol Arms Hotel, Bridgwater 
Eums, Frank, Bengeworth, Evesham, Market Gardener 
Mar 30 at 1030 Off Rec, Worcester 
Fauc, Emma Many, Edgware rd, Mantle Dealer Apr 1 at | 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Frenen, Joun wv ILLIAM, Durham rd, Holloway, Wholesale 
Oilman Mar 30 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Gitt, Francis, Upper East Smithfield, Publican Mar 30 
at1l1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Goopaut, Freperick James, and Eowin Turine, High st, 
Camden Town, Paperhange rs Apriati12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Grivevrus, Grireira Lewis, Abergwynfi, nr Bridgend, 
Glam, Grocer Mar 31 at 11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 
Cardiff 
Grosvenor, ARTHUR 
man Mar 29 at 10.45 Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 
Gururtz, Tuomas, Nelson, Lancs, Joiner 
Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 
Harereaves, James, Macclestield, Grocer 
Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclestield 
Haves, Anrnur Cuaries Rovert Percy, late St John’s 


Cudworth, nr Barnsley, formerly 
Pet March 18 Ord March 18 
Bolton, Tailor Bolton Pet 


March 31 


Grocer March 29 at 2 


March 30 at 11 


Mar 31 


Mar 29 at 11 









THe GRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


ST MILDRED’S HOUSE, POULTRY, LONDON, E.C. 
WEST END BRANCH-2, WATERLOO PLACE, 8.W. 


ASSETS EXCEED 


Hastings, retired | 


Chesham, Bucks, | 


James, Cheddleton, Staffs, Nursery- | 


Mar 30 at 2.30 | 


park, Upper Holloway, late Clerk to Meat Salesman | 

ar 31 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
inn 

Hosia, Henry, Vauxhall walk, Lambeth, Baker’s Man- 


| r Mar 31 at il Bankruptcy bl , oO t, Lin- | 
Tuompson, James, Blackburn, Draper Blackburn Pet Feb | p . a + 


coln’s inn 

Hurtros, Cuartes Henry, Holbeck, Leeds, Lithographer 
Mar 30 at 11 Off Ree, "22, Park row, Leeds 

Hyve, E F, Royal Courts chmbrs, Fleet street, Advertising 
Agent Mar 30 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Jee, WituiamM  Sianien: Leice-ter, Monumental Mason 
Mar 30 at 12 Off Ree, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 

Jerr, Witt1aAMm, Middlesborough, Commission Agent Mar 
30 at 3 Off Rec, 8 Albert rd, Middlesborough 

JeYNES, JESSE, South Stockton, Joiner Mar 30 at 3 Off 
Ree, 8, ‘Albert rd, Middlesborough 

KircuinemMan, Fanny Eizasets, Flush, Liversedge, 
Draper Mar3lat4 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Kyicut, Joun Tuomas, Milton, Staffs, Farmer Mar 29 at 
10 Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 


at3 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


March 29 at 12 Off Rec, Coventry 

McLeavy, Baiyes, Darlington, Upholsterer March 30 at 3 
Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Motyneux, Tuomas, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Buyer 
March 30 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 

Moraay, Epwarp, Lozells, Birmingham, Builder March 
31 at11 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Orse... Rosert, Rosher rd, Stratford, Carman March 31 
at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Puiteotrrs, Artaur Davis, 
March 31 at 10.30 Off Rec, Worcester 





March 31 at 10.30 Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 

Rusurorta, Samve., Dewsbury, Boot Maker March 31 at 
3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Sanperson, GreorGe, Gateshead, Butcher 
11.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Sear.e, James, Crediton, Devon, Solicitor March 30 at 3 
Castle, Exeter 

Senior, Percy Haran, Kirkstall, Yorks, Market Gardener 
March 29 at 12 Great Northern Railway Hotel, Leeds 

Smita, Grorce Lewis, Hawkesley rd, Stoke Newington, 
Clerk to Estate Agent Mar 29 at 3 Off Rec, 95, 
Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Syow, Jonny, Leicester, late Licensed Victualler Mar 31 
at 12 Off Ree, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 

Tuomas, WILuiaM, Porth, Glam, Smith Mar 31 at12 Off 
Rec, Merthyr Tydfil : 

| Waxp.e, Henry, Gaythorn, Manchester, Builder April 1 
at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Wituiams, Freverickx Heyry, Nottingham, Painter Mar 
29at11 Off Rec, St Peter’s church walk, Nottingham 

Woopuams, Witiiam, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler 
April 1 at 11 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Wricut, Axx Maria, Dewsbury, General Dealer Mar 31 
at il Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Wriaeart, Atrrep Ex.ixeroy, Bolton, Tailor Mar 29 at 11 
16, Wood st, Bolton 

The following amended notices are substituted for those 

published in the London Gazette, Mar. 18 :— 

Patten, Josern, Bloxwich, Staffs, Grocer Mar 28 at 11.30 

Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Apams, Grorar, Peterborough, Licensed Victualler Peter- 
borough Pet March17 Ord March 17 

Barysripee, Josern, Tollerton, Yorks, 
Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Banks, Henry, Eastbourne, Butcher 
March 17 Ord March 17 

ARNES, Toomas Hamuertoy, and Cuartes WILtIAMs, 

Sheffield, Steel Forgings Manufacturers 
Feb 12 Ord March 17 

Bravuey, Joux Tuomas, Moseley 
hampton, Beerhouse Keeper 
March 12 Ord March 18 

Carns, Roserr Tuomas, Well st, Mare st, Hackney, 
Cabinet Maker High Court Pet March 18 Ord 
March 18 


Farmer York 


Eastbourne Pet 


Village, 
Wolverhampton Pet 


rd, Tottenham, China Dealer Edmonton Pet March 8 
Ord March 17 
Co.tuts, Epwarp, Mardy, Glam, Butcher 
| Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Coompe, Cuartes Freperick, Exeter, 
| Mareh 18 Ord March 19 
| Croven, Ricuarp, Bournemouth, Cab 
Pet March 5 Ord March 18 
Darsy, Henry, Stavordale rd, Holloway, Bath Manufac- 
facturer High Court Pet March 15 Ord March 18 
Dunston, Henry, East Brent, Somerset, Saddler Bridge- 
water Pet March 16 Ord March 18 
Euc, James, Boscombe, Bournemouth, Builder 
March 11 Ord March 19 
Euuis, Josuva, Wakefield, 
March 18 Ord March 18 


Pontypridd 
Baker Exeter Pet 


Proprietor Poole 


Poole Pet 
Innkeeper Wakefield Pet 


as Tt. 1s2sa. 


TOTAL PAYMENTS UNDER POLICIES 
ANNUAL INCOME EXCEEDS 


(Pr THERE is NOTHING DESIRABLE in LIFE ASSURANCE which the S@CIETY does not FURNISH CHEAPLY, INIELLIGIBLY, and PROFITARLY 
umtable after S&S WTea.x’s. 


Annuities of all kinds granted. 


RPolicies Indis 
Rates fixed on 





e most favourable terms. 


JA 


Loxton, Henry, Treherbert, Glam, Boot Maker March 31 | 
Matix, Georer, Yelvertoft, Northamptonshire, Grazier | 


North Malvern, Carpenter | 


Rosinson, Tuomas, Burslem, Staffs, Licensed Victualler | 


March 30 at | 


| Subsorigéion, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which tn- 
Sheffield Pet 


nr Wolver- | 


Cuarttox, Eowarp Raw .iyes, The Pavement, West Green | 


THOMAS G. ACKLAND, F.I.A,, F.38.8 
MES H. SOUOTT, Secretary. 





Goose, Roserr Wurrrick, ee: S rneyman Coach- 
builder Norwich Pet March 19 Ord "March 1 19 
| Grirerras, Cuartes Huau, Scarborough, Jet ee | 
a Scarborough Pet March Ord 
Hanks, eg! et, Pork Butcher Bath Pet March 17 
Ord Mare! 


Harpe, a. Greete, Salop, . Kidder- 
minster Pet March 17 Ord March 
Heaton, James, Barking rd, Canning ‘Town, Tailor High 
Court Pet March 16 Ord Mare 
Hunt, Joun Henry, Stourbridge, Worcs, late Innkeeper 
Stourbridge Pet March 12 Ord March 16 
| Jee, Wittiam Taytor, Lzicester, Monumental Mason 
Leicester Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
| Jewkes, Josern Hoxwries. Dudley, — Manufacturer 
Dudley Pet Feb12 Ord Mar 
) Jupp, Witttam, West Walton, Norfolk, * ea and Farmer 
| King’s Lynn Pet Feb9 Ord Mar 17 
| Lacey, Wittram Rawnpboven, Brockley, Kent, House Agent 
| Greenwich Pet Jan 11 Ord Mar 18 
Lang, Patrick, Batley, Yorks, Restaurant Keeper Dews- 
bury Pet Mari17 Ord Mar 17 
Liyosay, Micnaet, Stockton on i Plater Stockton on 
Tees Pet Mar18 Ord Mar 1 
Matis, Georee, Yelvertoft, Northamptonshire, 
Coventry Pet Mari6 Ord Mar 1 
Norris, Josern, Glyn Nerquis, nr “Mold, Flints, Gent 
Chester Pet Feb 19 Ord Mar 19 
Osenavur, WILLIAM, rs Watchmaker Carlisle Pet 
Mari16 Ord Mar 
Orsett, Roper, Rosher rd, Stratford, Carman High 
Court Pet Mari4 Ord Marl 
Rarncock, Harry, Neweastle on rien oy Surveyor 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Mar19 Ord Mar 1 
Rees, H, Craven st, rT Financial Agent High Court 
} Pet Jan it Ord Mar 1 
| Ropertson, C H, late Vadenhal st, Solicitor High Court 
Pet Feb5 Ord Mar 
Rostyson, JosEPn, Wat iinet late Beer Retailer 
West Bromwich Pet Mar16 Ord Mar 17 
Secatta, Apvoies, Gt St Helens, Commission Merchant 
High Court Pet Feb 3 Ord Mar 19 
| Seoeeees James, Blackburn, Draper Blackburn Pet 
e 17 
Warson, Perer Bramvey, Nottingham, Comeniesion Agent 
Nottingham Pet Mar 19 ont Mar 1 
West, Joux Hersert, and Witiiam ae Blackfriars - 
Grocers’ Sundrymen High Court Pet Mar 18 
Mar 18 
Wixuams, Tuomas James, Kinnersley, ‘Herefordshire, 
Farmer Leominster Pet Mar8 Ori Mar 19 
formerly 


Woopnovst, Arrnur, Cudworth, nr Barnsley, 
Woops, Tomas, Leicester Grocer Leicester Pet Mar 19 
Ord Mar 19 













































































Grazier 


Farmer Barnsley Pet Mar17 Ord Mar 18 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


March 29.— Messrs. Desexnam, Tewsox, Farwer, & 
Bripcewarer, at the Mart, at 2 p.m , Freehold Ground- 
rent (see advertisement, March 19, p. 355). 

March 29.—Messrs. Roars, Crapman, & Tuomas, at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Ground-rents (see advertise- 
ment, Feb 27, p. 303). 

h 30. —Mesars. Epwis Fox & Bousrrs.p, at the Mart, 
at 2 Le Freehold Estate (see advertisement, this 
week, p. 4 

March 31.—R. W. Scosett, Esj., at the Mart, E.C., ati 
= Absolute Reversion (see advertisement, this 
week, p. 4). 





cludes Indexes, lrigests, Statutes, Double Num- 
bers, and Postage, 53s. WEEKLY KEPORTER, 
in wrapper, 53s. SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL, 
26s. 6d. ; by Post, 28s. 6d. Volumes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 
as. 6d. 


rWXO SOLICITORS and Others. 
Wellings Clements, deceased. 
session or knowled, 


LE LE LLL LL LL, TE LETT LLL LL NE ALE LLL LTS ES OES EE IOI IE TE SEP IETE LLL ELL IEG! TLE LENE EL GLEE LTE LTT TR GOS IE ty IRR Ee t 





-Re Thomas 
Anyone having pos- 
of or who can give any information 
as to the WILL of THOMAS WELLINGS CLEMENTS, 
late of 72, Norton-street, Lodge-road, Birmingham, 
peer = 7 who died on the Sth day of March, 1892, is re- 
uested to communicate with Messrs. Syonsy Mrreneu. & 
1LLMot, Solicitors, 112, Colmore-row, Birmingham. 


YECURE 6 per cent. INVESTMENT.— 
To be Sold, a Block of substantial modern Business 
Premises in an improving position in the City of London, 
let on leases, epee ing a net income of £354 per 
annum; price £5,700; or separately.—Mr. Dop +s, 7, 
College-road, Barclay-park, Walthamstow. 





£4,702,000 
9,972,000 
829,000 













, Actuary and Manager. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





PROBATE VALUATIONS 


JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &e. 


SPINK & SON, 


GoLpsMITHsS AND SILVERSMITHS, 


1 AND 2, Gosmeniete-eeme, CoRNHILL, 


Loxpon, E.C., beg respectfully to announce that they accurargiy appraise the above for the 
Teecat Prorgssion or purcHase the same for cash if desired. Established 1772. 
Tnder the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Louis of Battenberg, K C.B. 








SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1992 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, = Country Houses, Business Premises, 
ding , Ground-Rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, a other Properties will be held at the 
AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 
England, in the City of London, as follows :— 
Tuesday, Mar. 29 | Tuesday, June 14 | Tuesday, Aug. 9 
Tuesday, April5 | Tuesday, June 21 | Tuesday, Aug. 16 
Tuesday, April 12 | Tuesday, June 28 | Tuesday, Aug. 23 
Tuesday, April 26 | Tuesday, July5 | Tuesday, Oct. 4 
Tu Tuesday, July 12 | Tuesday, Oct. 18 
Tuesday, July 19 | Tuesday, Nov. 1 
Tuesday, July 26 | Tuesday, Nov. 15 
Tuesday, Aug.2 | Tuesday, Dec. 6 
Tuesday. May 31 | 
Auctions can also be held on other days, in town or 
country, by arrangement. Messrs. Debenham, Tewson, 
Farmer, & Bridgewater undertake Sales and Valuations 
for Probate and other purposes, of Furniture, Pictures, 
Farming Stock, Timber, &c. Detailed Lists of In- 
vestments, Estates, Sporting Quarters, Residences, Shops, 
and Business Premises to be Let or Soli by private contract 
ublished on the 1st of each month, and can be obtained 
of Hear. Debenham, Tewson, Farmer, & Bridgewater, 
- a. Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Cheapside, 
| ew aay Cc ae No. 1,503. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
House Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or will be sent by post in return for two stamps. —Particu- 
lars for insertion should be received not later than four 
days previous to the end of the preceding month. 


ESSRS. ROBT. W. MANN & 
SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 


AUCTIONEERS, HOUSE AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


Rost. W. Mays, F.8.I., Toomas R. Raysom, F.S.I. 
J. Bacsuaw Masy, F.S.1., W. H. Mays), 


12, Lower Grosvenor-place, Eaton-square, 8.W., and 
32, Lowndes-street, Belgrave-equare, 8.W. 


ro ‘CAPITALISTS.—A private, West-end 
money-lender, owing to rapid increase of business, 
would be glad to make suitable arrangements with a Private 
Capitalist; small or large amounts can be invested on 
sound security at good interest seldom to be obtained ; most 
permanent income ; seeurities and money under investor’s 
own control ; advertiser has invested of his own money over 
£14,000, and will show results, and give solicitors,’ bankers’, 
and clients’ references.—Address Capita ee, Box 311, 
— 8 sonata Offices, 125, Strand, W.C 


SON, 


r TRUSTEES and Others.— Far!’ s-court ; 
to pay 8 per cent. on present rent on lease.—To be 
Sold, by order of the Executors, to wind up an estate, an 
excellent Town Residence, let on lease at £100 a year (a 
very low rent); held for 8 years unexpired at £15 ground- 
rent; price £1, 065.—Particulars of Mr. Aurrep Rich ARDS, 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 18, Pusbary-ibow, E.C 


INCOLN’ S INN FIELDS.—Offices to be 

Let on the First Floor ; a Suite of Three or Five hand- 
some Rooms; bay windows overlooking the gardens; 
southerly aspect ; also one other Suite higher up suitable 
for residential purposes ; hall porter in uniform ; moderate 
inclusive rent.— Apply to Hovsrexrerer, 3, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, or to Mr. Cooxmas, 63, Chancery-lane. 


RESWENTIAL CHAMBERS (Superior) 

in LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS.—Set of Three excel- 
lent large Rooms (Two front rooms, with bay windows 
overlooking the gardens) to be Let unfurnished; good 
cooking and attendance by resident housekeepers ; rent, one 
hundred guineas per annum.—Apply to the Hovsexrrrer, 
3 and 4, Lincolu’s-inn-fields, or to Mr. Cooxman, 63, Chan- 
cery-lane, W.C 


‘HORTHAND.—Wanted, in a Solicitor’s 

Office in Lincoln’s-inn-fields, a good Shorthand Clerk 

‘ sit in principal's room and take down correspondence, 

entries, and short drafte; no inexperienced man need 

apply. Applications, by letter only, stating previous situa- 

tions, salary, and other peeentens, to 8. H., care of Mr. 
Kybert, Law Stationer, 49, Chancery-lane. 


Now ready, price 5s. net, post-free. 
HANDY GUIDE TO 


COUNTY COURT COSTS 


(Under New Rules, 1892. with Notes & Precedents.) 
By JOHN HOUGEH, 


Accountant anpD Costs Drarrsman, 
“Handy Guide to Conveyancing Costs.” 


Law 
Author of 


London 
W. ALTER Scot rT; 24, ‘Weruide tone, Paternoster-row. 


vo, price 3s. 6d. : 
NFLUENZA, eo the LAWS of ENG- 
LAND concerning INFECTIOUS DISEASES. By 
RICHARD SISLEY, M.D. 
“ Excellent exposition of the legislation in force in this 
country on infectious diseases.””— The Lancet. 


= Green, & Co. 


RISH LAW TIMES and SOLICITORS’ 

JOURNAL and REPORTS.—(The only Legal Journal 
published in Ireland. Established 26 years.)—Affords the 
best means of bringing to the notice of the Profession in 
Ireland Lecau, Ixsurance, PuBLisHers’, and MERCANTILE 
ADVERTISEMENTS. 


Office : 53, UPPER SACKVILLE STREET, DUBLIN. 


London : Loxamaxs, 


x Now ready. 

TABULAR SUMMARY of BANK- 
4 RUPTCY PROCEEDINGS under the Bankruptcy 
Acts, 1883 and 1890, and the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 
1890. By ERNEST HEPBURN, Solicitor. Published by 
Wirnersy & Co., 74, Cornhill, London, E.C. ice 1s. 

1 vol., boards, price 2s. 6d. 
TI‘Y'HE SHORTCOMINGS of the MACHIN- 
ERY for PAUPER LITIGATION. By J.J. 8. 





Wituiams & Norecartez, 14, Henrietta-street, Covent- 
garden, London, and 20, South Frederick- 
s treet, Edinburgh. 


Second Edition, Revised and Enlarged. gar tblished at 168, 
or cash, 138.; post-free, 13s. 6d. 

MANUAL of. the PRINCIPLES of 
EQUITY. A Concise and Explanatory Work on 

Equity, specially written for Students. By JOHN 

INDERMAUR, Solicitor, &c., Author of “Principles of 

Common Law,” “ man of Leading Cases,” ‘‘ Manual 

of Practice,” &c., 

Published by Geo. io. 16, Cursitor-st., Chancery-lane. 


GREAT SAVING to SOLICITORS and 
ys SURVEYORS in Office expenses can be effected by 
purchasing their STATIONERY and ACCOUNT BOOKS | 
F. CORSE’S Law and General Stationery Warehouse, 
Bedford-row House, Theobald’s-road, London. 


Judicature Foolscap (full weight guaranteed), ruled for 
Affidavits or Costs, 15s. 6d., 18s., and 21s. per ream. 





Brief Paper, 14s., 16s., 17s. 6d., and 18s. per ream. 


Barnard’s Hand-made Brief, 24s. per ream. 
Letter Copying Books (eight qualities kept). 
Deeds Engrossed and Writings Copied. 


Statements of Claim and Defence, Affidavits, and every 
description of Law Printing expeditiously and correctly 
done. 


Send for Price List ont Samples to F. CORSE, Bedford- 
row House, London, W.( 


| ONDON MATRIC., PRELIMINARY 
4 LAW, &c.—Special Preparation under a Graduate 
in Honours. Last Matric. Class all passed but two, and 
these failed only in one subject.—Address H. SERGEANT, 
University Institute, 192, Euston-road, N.W. (close to 
€ Gower-street Station ). 


| EGAL EXAMINATIONS —Mr. J. 
4 LITHEBY, LL.B. Lond. (Honours), reads with 
Candidates for Bar and Solicitors’ Examinations. By post 
or in chambers in the evening.Write, 1, Pump-court, 


Temple. 

M < .— Householders or Lodgers 
4 tok Red of obtaining immediate Advances upon their 
Furniture or other ne sgotiable security are invited to call at 
the offices of the Conso_ipatep Company, Limitrep, 43, Great 
Tower-street, E.C.,and arrange; Billsof Saleand Executions 
paid out; no fees; the full sum advanced without deduc- 








tion; an old-established and genuine firm.— Address, 
Mawaczn. 


March 26, 1892. 


HCENIX FIRE OFFICE, 19, LOMBARD- 
STREET, and 57, Cuarina-cross, Lonpon. 
Established 1782. 
Lowest Current Bates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


W.C.Macponatp,) Joint 
F. B. Macpona.p, § Secretaries. 


REVERSIONS. 


REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY (Limited). 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, 


CHarnMAN—Epwarp James Bevir, Esq., Q.C. 
Deputy-CuHainmMan—JoOuN CLERK, Esq., Q.C, 
REVEBSIONS and Life Interests Purchased. Im- 
mediate and Deferred Annuities granted in exchange for 
Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 
_ LOANS may also be obtained on the security of Rever- 
sions. 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further in- 
formation, may be had at the beagg 
- B. CLABON, 


§ AW 


Ww.c. 


Secretary. 


tHe IMPERIAL § gsvrance 
umirep, FIRE 
Established 1803. 
1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000 ; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Funds over £1,600,000. 


E. COZENS SMITH, 
Ge neral Manager. — 


COMPANY 


YUARDIAN FIRE ‘and LIFE OFFICE. 
Head Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Law Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
Directors : 
CHarnMAN—HeEwnry Jouyn Norman, 
Dezputy-CHainmMaAN—GEORGE L ARE, 
Henry Bonham-Carter, Esq. 
Wm. Hill Dawson, Esq. 
Charles F. Devas, Esq. 
Granville F. R. Farquhar, 


Esq. 
Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq. 
James Goodson, Esq. 
John J. Hamilton, Esq. 
Richard M. Harvey, Esq. 
John Hunter, Esq. 
Actuary ano Secretary—T. G. C. 
ManaGer or Fire Deparrment—A. 
Svus-ManaGer Home Firz Derartrment—R. 
Share Capital at present mek ed and invested 
Total Funds upwards of 
Total Annual Income over ................... 938,000 
N.B.—Fire Policies which expire at LADY DAY 
should be renewed at the Head Office, or with the Agents, 
on or be sfore the 9th day of APRIL. 


Esq. 
bee 2 


nares W. Lubbock, Esq. 
John B. Martin, Esq. 
David Powell, Esq. 
Augustus Prevost, Esq. 
Roderick Pryor, Esq. 

John G. Talbot, Esq., M.P. 
Henry Vigne, Esq. 


Browne. 
J. Relton. 
G. Cochrane. 
£1,000,000 
4,516,000 


THE BOILER INSURANCE AND STEAM 
POWER COMPANY, LTD. 


Head Office—67, KING ST., MANCHESTER. 
Employers insured against claims under “The Em- 
ployers’ Liability Act.”” Joint Policies issued. 

Annual Income. £80,000. 

Influential Agents wanted. Liberral terms. 

the SECRETARY. 


OOKS BOUGHT.—To Executors, Solici- 
tors, &c.—HENRY SOTHERAN & CO., 136, 
Strand, and 37, Piccadilly, PURCHASE LIBRARIES or 
smaller collections of Books, in town or country, giving the 
utmost value in cash; 


Apply to 


also value for PROBATE. Ex- 
perienced valuers promptly sent. Removals without trouble 
or expense to sellers. Established 1816. Telegraphic 
Address Bookmen London. Code in use, Unicode. 


EDE A - D so N, 
ROBE MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Town 





